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Current Topics. 


The Peace Treaty. 

Tue Terms of the proposed Treaty of Peace with Germany 
were handed to the German Delegates at Versailles on Wednes- 
The actual terms are very voluminous, but an official 


day. 
I J pon these 


summary appeared in the Press on Thursday 
terms, as a whole, it is beyond our province to comment, The 
foundation for them is, or should be, President W1Lson's four 
teen and other points to which we have several times referred, 
and which, with certain reservations, formed the common basis 
of the Armistice. Any strict translation of these terms into 
concrete provisions has been no doubt impracticable. The 
matters at issue are too vast and complicated for such treat- 
ment. The test of the justice of the Treaty is whether in spirit, 
and so far as is reasonably practicable, it proceeds on the prin- 
ciples which Mr. Witson offered in turn to Germany and to 
the Allies, and in reliance on which the fighting was stopped 


The New Lunacy Rules. 

We print elsewhere a set of Rules in Lunacy which have 
just been issued Rules | to 10 relate to the mode of 
application for a receiver, and take the place of rules 47, 48 
and 49 of the Rules in Lunacy, 1892. Rule 4 of the Rules 
of 1893, which required the receiver to give an undertaking 
as to accounting for moneys received, and as to giving security 
is repealed, and apparently the matter is left to the ordinary 
practice in Lunacy as to a receiver giving security. Rules 
57, 58 and 59 of the Rules of 1892, relating to vesting orders, 
are repealed By the Lunacy Act, 1911, the jurisdiction in 
Lunacy as to vesting orders was transferred to the High Court, 
except: as regards lunatic mortgagees who are not trustees. 
Rule 10 of the new Rules prescribes the practice in the excepted 
ease. Under the new rule 11 fresh proceedings are not neces- 
| sary in cases where a person as to whom an order has been 
made under one of the paragraphs (c), (d), (e) or (f) of sec- 
tion 116 (1) of the Act, of 1890 ceases to be within the par- 
ticular paragraph, but nevertheless continues to be unable to 
The Schedule contains a series of new 
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The Late Sir Frank Crisp, 

WE ANNOUNCED last week the death of Sir Franx Crisp, 
the head of the firm of Messrs. Asuurst, Morris, Crisp 
AND Co. Those who were fortunate enough to read the ac 
count of him by Mr. T. P. O’Connor in the Daily Telegraph 
at the beginning of this week will have been gratified that 
Sir Fran«k and his firm had found such a chronicler. We have 
not the opportunity at present of making any extracts from 
it; we may do so on another occasion. But it gives a very 
interesting insight into the working of a great City office and 
into the idiosyncrasies of the successive members of the firm 
under whose management it has attained the position—if not 
of the greatest of City solicitors, as ‘‘T. P.’’ puts it, yet of 
** primus inter pares Sir Franx’s career happened to coin- 
cide with the great growth in company work, and his charac- 
ter and talents enabled him to take full advantage of it. And 
his success in the City had a curious and pleasing contrast in 
his gardening hobby at Henley. 


Sir Walter Nicholas. 

WE Finp that our references last week to lawyers who were 
included in the deferred list of New Year’s Honours was not 
complete. Mr. W. S. Giyn-Jones, M.P., one of the new 
knights, who is credited in the list with ‘‘ Parliamentary and 
public services,’’ commenced his career in business, but was 
called to the Bar in 1904, and became standing counsel to the 
Chemists’ Defence Association, which, in his business years, 
he had been instrumental in founding. A more distinctly 
legal honour is the knighthood conferred on Mr. Water P. 
Nicnotas, of the firm of Messrs. Morcan, Bruce, & Nicnoras, 
Pontypridd. Sir Water was admitted in 1894, and, on the 
formation of the South Wales Miners’ Federation in 1898, 
was appointed solicitor to the Federation. In 1901 he became 
clerk to the Rhondda Urban District Council, and he has 
taken an active part in Welsh National Insurance. Recently 
he has done good service as chairman of the Rhondda Local 
Tribunal. The Honours List gives his qualification as ‘‘ public 
and local services.’’ It seems to have been found difficult to 
carry out in practice the undertaking that no honours should 
be bestowed without a statement of the services which won 
them. The short official descriptions give little indication of 
the nature of the services which they ‘‘ half conceal and half 
reveal.’’ We gather that Sir WaLTerR Nicnotas is an example 
of those solicitors—and they are not a few—who with their 
professional work prefer to combine active participation in 
local municipal and social work, rather than to seek distinc- 
tion in the sphere of politics. In the Rhondda, we read in the 
South Wales News, Sir Wavter has long been a personal force 
of the first order in every phase of public life. 


The Acquisition of Land for Public Purposes. 
PENDING THE question—which we assume will soon arise— 
as to alterations in the existing system of land transfer, the 
Government measures, present and promised, as to the simplifi- 
cation of the procedure for the acquisition of land for public 
purposes form, perhaps, the most interesting part of current 
legislation for lawyers. The point in the Acquisition of Land 
(Assessment of Compensation) Bill—shortly, the Valuation 
Bill—which has attracted chief public interest is the operation 
in present circumstances of the provision that the value of 
land shal] be taken to be the amount which the land, if sold 
in the open market by a willing seller, might be expected to 
realize. We do not propose to consider just now the meaning 
of this formula, or whether in the present condition of the 
estate market it might give vendors an undue advantage. But 
there are, among others, two matters of importance which are 
attracting a good deal of notice. One is the restriction of the 
Bill to land taken by a Government Department or a local or 
public authority ; the other, as to the employment of whole- 
time valuers On the latter point we print elsewhere a letter 
which appeared in the 7imes recently from Mr. W. H. WE tts, 
the President of the Auctioneers’ and Estate Agents’ Institute, 
and on both points there haye appeared in the same paper 
interesting letters from ‘‘ Fasrus’’ (28th ult.), and, in 





reply (2nd inst.), from Mr. Leste Scorr, K.C., the © 


Chairman of the Committee on whose second report 
the Bill is founded. To a salaried panel of valuers 
there are practical objections, based partly on the necessity 
of a valuer keeping in touch with the state of values 
by actual practice, and partly on the difficulty of pro- 
viding whole-time panels of properly qualified valuers without 
undue expense. As to the exclusion of commercial companies 
from the proposals -for the simplified taking of land, Mr. 
Lestre Scott meets the objections of ‘‘ Fasrus ’’ by pointing 
out that the present Bill is, as the Attorney-General has stated, 
only an instalment of urgently needed legislation. It is diffi- 
cult to understand, however, why legislation on a matter of 
this kind, which must be the result of a certain amount of 
deliberation—not merely legislation ‘‘ while you wait’’— 
should not be comprehensive at the same time, 


Insurance Premiums and Income Tax. 

A wHOLE BaTcH of income tax appeals have been heard re- 
cently in the Court of Appeal. That relating to trustees of 
British, and beneficiaries of foreign, domicil has already been 
referred to: Williams v. Singer (ante, p. 457, reported on 
another page). Another appeal is Harl Howe v Inland 
Revenue Commissioners, In this case the point at issue was 
whether premiums on policies of life insurance could be de- 
ducted from assessable income—not merely as premiums, but 
qué ‘‘ annual payments ’’ under section 164 of the Income Tax 
Act, 1842. The question arose for decision in this precise shape 
because the assessment appealed against was to super tax, and 
by section 36 (1) of the Finance Act, 1916, “‘ the relief given 
. as regards insurances . . . shall not , 
be given for the purposes of super tax.’’ The tax- 
payer had mortgaged his life interest in certain estates, and 
had also insured his life and assigned the policies as further 
security to his mortgagees, covenanting to keep up the policies 
by annual payments. A similar point had already come before 
the Irish King’s Bench Division (in an unreported case), and 
it had been held by a majority that the taxpayer was entitled 
to deduct the premiums as being ‘‘ annual payments.’’ Mr. 
Justice Sankey (against his own opinion) followed the Irish 
decision. The Court of Appeal, however, agreed with the dis- 
senting Irish judge (Chief Baron Paes), and reversed the 
decision below, holding that the premiums were not such 
‘annual payments ’’ as were contemplated by section 164. 
The Master of the Rolls thought section 164 did not confer any 
new right, but merely prescribed the mode of carrying into 
effect exemptions already granted. This being so, no deduc- 
tion could be made of any “‘ annual payment ’’ that was not 
directly authorized by the Income Tax Acts; the premiums 
were not annual payments subject to income tax like interest 
on mortgages; ‘‘ although the premiums on the policies are 
payable annually, they are not in the nature of income pay- 
ments,’’ being in effect merely ‘‘ annual contributions towards 
a sinking fund.’’ Section 164 of the Act of 1842 is now to be 
found as section 27 in the consolidating Act of 1918. Section 
36 of the Finance Act, 1916, is not reproduced in the new Act 
so far as it refers to super tax, but its other provisions are in- 
corporated into the general section of the 1918 Act relating to 
‘« relief in respect of insurance,’’ &c.: section 32. Section 190 
of the Act of 1842, referred to by the Court of Appeal in con- 
nection with section 164, which contains Schedule G, has 
been substantially relegated to the Fifth Schedule of the 1918 
Act, consisting of forms authorized by section 207 of the Act 
itself. Section 32, of course, relates only to income tax proper, 
and income tax and super tax are kept distinct, sections 1-3 
containing the charge of income tax, and sections 4-8 relating 
specially to super tax. The present case was one stated by 
the Commissioners for the Special Purposes of the Income Tax 
Acts under section 72 (6) of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, 
and section 59 of the Taxes Management Act, 1880. Section 
72 of the Act of 1910 is now reproduced as section 7 of the Act 
of 1918, and section 59 of the Act of 1880 as section 149 of the 
new Act 
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Solicitors’ Letters and the Statute of Frauds. 

AN ATTEMPT was made in the case of Thirkell v. Cambi (re- 
ported elsewhere) to persuade Mr. Justice BaiLnacue to infer 
the agency of a solicitor for the purpose of signing a note or 
memorandum in writing, binding his client, under section 4 
of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, which took the place of sec- 
tion 17 of the Statute of Frauds. It would be an extraordinary 
result of a solicitor’s letter, written on instructions to defend 
a threatened action, if it should be taken in itself, without 
intention, as being a note or memorandum making a parol 
contract binding which apart from it would be invalid. The 
attempt in Thirkell v. Cambi seems to have been suggested by 
Daniels v. Trefusis (58 Soticitors’ JournaL, 71; 1914, 1 Ch. 
788), where Sarcant, J., held that the purchasers’ solicitors 
were acting as agents for the purchasers in forwarding two 
documents, that they had authority to do so, and that the two 
documents were a sufficient memorandum to satisfy the 
Statute. Yet in Smith v. Webster (24 W. R. 894; 1876, 3 
Ch. D. 49), James, L.J., said it appeared to be impossible to 
make out a contract from a solicitor merely giving a reason 
why he was sending a document to the other party’s solicitor, 
and so the Court of Appeal held. Sareant, J., distinguished 
Smith v. Webster as deciding that the special authority to a 
solicitor to prepare a draft contract did not include anything 
more than that, whereas in Daniels v. Trefusis he held that 
the general authority_of the solicitors to do what they did was 
deducible from the facts and circumstances. This puts a 
solicitor in the same position as any other agent, and SarGanr, 
J., treated Daniels v. Trefusis as in the same class as Jones v 
Victoria Graving Dock Co. (1877, 25 W. R. 501; 2 Q. B. 314), 
and Griffiths Cycle Cor poration v. Humber & Co. (1899, 2 
Q. B. 414), neither of them being a case of solicitor’s agency 
Mr. Justice BartuacueE, in his judgment in Thirkell vy. Camti 
(supra), said it seemed to him very doubtful whether a solici- 
tor, consulted upon the position of his client, had any autho- 
rity as solicitor either to make a contract, or to sign a memo 
randum which would constitute evidence to satisfy the Statute. 
It did not, however, fall to the learned judge to decide 
this question, as he held that, even if the agency were estab 
lished, the letter was not a sufficiently precise memorandum 
for that purpose. It should be noticed that since Bailey v. 
Sweeting (1861, 9 W. R. 273; 9 C. B. (N. 8.) 843), the mere 
fact of a letter being written in repudiation of the contract 
does not prevent it from being a memorandum within the 
Statute, if it is otherwise unexceptionable. 


Equitable Waste. 

SoME INTERESTING observations on the subject of equitable 
waste were made in the Irish Court of Appeal recently, when 
the question arose whether the tenant for life or the trustees 
of the settlement were entitled to a sum of £630 paid by the 
Crown for ornamental timber felled and taken for military 
purposes: Gage v. Pigott (1919, 1 I. R. 23). The Court was 
unanimous in holding that the compensation money belonged 
to the trustees as corpus and not to the tenant for life. The 
ratio decidendi was that the £630 was money paid as compen- 
sation for damage to the inheritance. The tenant for life was 
unimpeachable for waste, but the cutting down of these trees 
would have been equitable waste, and even a tenant for life 
without impeachment of waste cannot cut down ornamental 
timber for his own benefit. The case was not to be governed 
by the analogy of windfalls. The timber was felled by the act 
of an outsider, which would have been unlawful unless autho- 
rized by statute or prerogative. The members of the Court, 
however, differed somewhat in their views as to the nature and 
incidents of equitable waste, and as to how far the doctrine 
of equitable waste really applied in the present case. It is 
hot often that it is found necessary in modern cases to discuss 
fundamental propositions on the distinction between ordinary 
waste and equitable waste—the former doctrine of waste as 
viewed at common law and the modern doctrine of equity. 








By order of the Commissioners of Works, who are custodian for the 
tation, the leaning stones at Stonehenge are to be secured against risk 
of damag 
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The Effect of Enlistment on 
Contracts of Service. 


Tue recent decision of Sarcant, J., in Re Cole (1919, 1 Ch, 
218) serves to remind practitioners of the questions which may 
arise as to the effect of enlistment, whether voluntary or com- 
pulsory, as regards the termination of contracts of service or 
employment. Nobody would wish that an employee should 
suffer injury in that respect through patriotic services to his 
country, but the law upon the subject is not altogether in 
sympathy with the position of an employee against whom a 
strict interpretation of the contract is sought to be enforced, 
though it may be otherwise where less rigorous circumstances 
prevail, as was apparently the case in He Vole. 

The broad question which is most likely to arise is whether 
service with His Majesty’s Forces operates as an absolute ter- 
mination of the then existing contract of service, with the con- 
sequent cesser of the employee's right to claim payment of 
wages and other emoluments. If the contract is not deter- 
mined, presumably the employer's liability to pay wages con- 
tinues (Cuckson v. Stones, 28 L. J. Q. B. 25), and the 
employee must be regarded as having leave of absence for as 
long a period as may be necessary to enable him to serve with 
the Forces for the purposes of the war. 

The general principle governing the question is the well- 
known one of ‘impossibility of performance,’’ dealt with in 
a long line of cases which, for practical purposes, may be said 
to commence with Jaylor v. Caldwell (1863, 3 B. & 8S. 826), 
and which have been fully reviewed by the House of Lords 
in a number of recent decisions, notably that of Tamplin 
Steamship Uo. v. Anglo-Mexican Petroleum Products Co. 
(1916, 2 A. C. 397), The application of the principle in- 
volves some term or condition being implied in a contract 
whereby, upon the happening of some event which renders its 
performance impossible, or otherwise frustrates the objects and 
intentions of the parties, the contract is held to be deter- 
mined, The principle applies to contracts of service not only 
in their executory stage, but also when they have been in part 
performed ; and regard must be had to the probable duration 
of the interruption in the rendering of due services by the 
employee. Temporary absence may be such as to involve a 
quasi-suspension only: cf. A ordman Vv. Rayner (33 T. L. R. 
87), or (as in the majority of instances which have given rise 
to litigation during the war) the absence may be so prolonged 
as to amount to a frustration of the purpose of the contract, 
which is accordingly determined, 

The first case which it is proposed to consider—viz., Hor- 
lock v. Beal (60 Soxuicirors’ Journa, 236)—did not arise out 
of enlistment with the’ Forces, but is so far generally cognate 
as to justify inclusion, A British ship, during a voyage for 
which a British seaman had signed articles, being in a German 
port at the outbreak of war was detained, and the crew were 
afterwards imprisoned. Before either ship or prisoners were 
released, an action for allotment of wages was commenced ; 
and it was held that the seaman ceased to be entitled to his 
wages as soon as further performance of the contract became 
impossible, which the majority of the Court held to be from 
the date of detention of the ship. 

In Marshall v. Glanvill (1917, 2 K.B. 87) the plaintiff was 
employed by the defendants as a traveller on commission 
under an agreement in writing, which provided for a six 
months’ notice to be given on either side for the termination 
of the agreement. On the passing of the Military Service 
Act, 1916, the plaintiff became liable to military service, and 
although he was, on the defendants’ application, exempted 
until 16th July in that year, he joined the Royal Flying 
Corps four days previous to the expiration of his exemption. 
It was held that the agreement was subject to the implied 
term that it should cease to be binding if future performance 
became unlawful, and that performance having been un- 
lawful by virtue of the Military Service Act in July of 1916, 
the agreement was ipso facto finally determined and not 
merely suspended. Rowtart, J., in his judgment, stated 
that the effect of the Military Service Act, 1916, was to take 
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the plaintiff out of the employment of the defendants; that 
he could no longer execute their orders and they could no 
longer employ him; and that for the then present and an 
indefinite future he was out of their employment. McCarpte, 
J., also expressed the opinion that the effect of the man’s 
enlistment, or of the Military Service Act, was to sweep away 
the basis of the arrangements between the parties, and that 
upon the principle laid down by the House of Lords in 
Tamplin Steamship Company v. Petroleum 
Products Company (supra) there was such a failure of the 
presume basis of the continuation of the contract of service as 
to put an end to the same, having regard in particular to the 
prolonged inability of the employee to perform any of his 


Anglo-Mexican 


obligations ' 

In Joyce v. Ehury (A917, W. N. 51) an employee was a 
contributor to a provident fund founded by his employers, 
and by one of the rules of the fund certain payments were 
to be made to the widow of any contributor in the case of 
his death, but no person leaving the employers’ service of his 
own accord should have any claim upon the fund. On the 
outbreak of war the employers stated that persons enlisting 
would, on completion of their military service, be re-employed. 
The employee in question, having applied for and obtained 
leave to join His Majesty's Forces, enlisted, and was subse- 
quently killed in action His widow claimed payment of the 
amount due under the rules of the fund, but it was held that 
the deceased had left his employment of his own accord within 
the meaning of the rules in question, and that accordingly 
his widow was not entitled to payment out of the fund. 
raised, though not due to the exigencies 
of military service, in Stretch v. Scout Motor 
(Limited) (62 Soricrrors’ Journa, 651), where it was held 
that the voluntary enlistment of a workman as a war muni 
tions volunteer under the Munitions of War Act, 1915, 
followed by transference from his then employment to a 
separate and distinct controlled establishment, terminated his 
contract of service Incidentally, the decision of the Court 
of Appeal in that case, in reversing the previous decision of 
Lusu, J., justified the doubts as to the correctness of the 
latter already expressed in the Sonrcrrors’ Journat, Vol. 62, 
at p. 435 

It will be seen that in all the above cases the finding of the 
Court was adverse to the claim of the employee, but the con- 
trary was the result in Re Cole The facts in that 
case were that a testator had given a legacy of shares in a 
company to each of his three sons, who should, prior to attain- 
ing the age of twenty, enter the employ of a certain com- 
pany, and remain therein until attaining thirty-three. In 
1913 one of the sons, before attaining the age of twenty, 
entered the company’s employ, but in September, 1914, with 
the consent of the directors, he voluntarily joined His 
Majesty's Forces. The trustees of the will took out a summons 
for the determination of the question whether the son had 
remained in the employment of the company within the 
meaning of the will, notwithstanding his service with the 
Forces since September, 1914. In support of the son’s 
interest it was argued that there had been no cesser of his 
employment by the company, and reference was made to 
Herbert v. Reid (1810, 16 Ves. 481), dealing with the case of 
a legacy to a servant who, at the date of the testator’s death, 
was not rendering actual services, but whose contract of ser- 
vice, it was held, had not, according to the intention of the 
parties in the special circumstances of the case, been deter- 
mined. On the other side, counsel for the residuary legatees 
quoted Stretch v. Scout Motor Company (Limited) (supra), 
but apparently none of the other cases above referred to were 
brought to the notice of the Court. Sareant, J., considered 
it was clear that the intention of the parties was that the 
employment should continue during the son’s absence with 
the Forces, with a temporary dispensation of obligation to 
render services otherwise due; and that, upon the authority 
of Herbert v. Reid (supra), the contract had not been deter- 
mined, 


The question was 
Company 


(supra) 





In comparing the decision in Re Cole with those in the) 
previous cases, regard must be had to the question of fact as 
to what was the basis of the contract of service in each case | 
in the mind and intention of the parties; and in that connec- 
tion much would depend upon the attitude adopted by the 
employers, according to whether it is benevolently neutral as | 
in Re Cole, or actively hostile as in Marthall v. Glanvill and 
other cases. It will be observed that in Re Vole the employers 
were not parties to the proceedings, but evidence by affidavit 
as to their views was before the Court, which were apparently 
such as to negative the existence of any implied condition as 
to termination of the contract on enlistment; and that really 
concluded the matter. 

Reference may be made to the provisions of the Local 
Government (Emergency Powers) Act, 1916, by which a local 
authority as therein defined was authorized to grant leave of 
absence to any officer or servant for as long a period as might 
bs necessary to enable him to serve with the Forces during 
the war, and to pay to him or to his dependents during such 
service a sum not exceeding his civil remuneration as therein 
mentioned. Further, the Act provided that all service by an 
officer or servant with His Mayjesty’s Ferces should, for the 
purposes of superannuation, be reckoned as service with tlie 
local authority ; and that, in the case of his death, the local 
authority should have power to make to his dependents such 
payments under any superannuation scheme in force as they 
could have done had he been actually serving the local 
authority at the time of his death. This Act, it is believed, 
was largely due to the doubts expressed as to the power of 
local authorities and others to make payments to absent 
employees, raised by such cases as Davies v. Rhondda UD. 
(62 Sorictrors’ JournaL, 69), and Shipton v. Cardiff Cor- 
poration (1917, W. N. 175), which, however, in turn depended 
upon the question of the continuance or otherwise of thre con- 
tracts of service after enlistment. 

It only remains to observe that in cases where termination 
takes place through ‘‘ impossibility of performance,’’ no 
further act by way of notice is necessary on the part of either 
party. The termination is automatic and decisive, although 
some difficulty may be experienced in ascertaining precisely the 
exact date when it may be said to have supervened (cf. 
Horlock v. Beal, supra), and also as to any salary or wages 
payable in respect of any broken period of service up to that 
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The Increase of Rent and Mortgage 
Interest (Restrictions) Acts 


\ corresPoxpeNt—Dr. Warsox, of Norwich—whose letter we 
printed last week, raised the question of the nature of the statutory 
tenancy created by the Increase of Rent, &c., Acts; and another 
correspondent has suggested some other points for consideration. 
We are not sure that we can at present deal with the matter com- 
prehensively, and we are glad ‘to take the opportanity of referring 
our readers to the new edition of the handy pamphlet on the 
subject by the Editors of “ Law Notes,’’* which includes the text 
of the recent Act and contains a valuable exposition of the pro- 
visions of the whole series of Acts. The operation of the Acts de- 
pends on the two points (1) that a standard rent is fixed fora house 
within the Acts, and that this persists notwithstanding changes in 
the tenancy; the Acts apply to houses, not to tenants; they 
operate in rem, not in personam: per Sankey, J., in King v. York 
(1919, W. N. 59; ante, p. 280); but the standard rent is subject to 
certain increases in respect of expenditure on improvements, or in 
respect of increase in rates payable by the landlord (Act of 1915, 
section 1 (1), provisoes (ii.) and (iv.)); and to the 10 per cent. 
increase allowed by the Act of 1919 for the “extended period ’’— 
that is, the period from the original time fixed for the expiration of 
the Act of 1915 to Lady Day, 1921; and (2) that no order for 


recovery of possession can be made “ so long as the tenant continues 


* Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915, as 
Amended by the Courts (Emergency Power) Act, 1917, the Increase of Rent, &c. 
Amendment) Act. 1918, and the Increase of R nt, &c. (Restrictions), Act, 1919. By the 
Editors of “Law Notes.’ Fourth Edition. “Law Notes” Publishing Office. 3s, 6d. net. 
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at the agreed rate as modified by the Act "’—that is, 
it seems, the standard rent, subject to any increase duly made 
under the Act and agreed to by the tenant—‘and performs the 
other conditions of the tenancy.’’ Thus, there is no express exten- 
sion or renewal of any tenancy, but simply a prohibition of 
recovering possession so long as the proper rent is paid and the 
conditions "’ of the tenancy are performed. 

The “ standard rent” is determined by the rent at which the 
house was let on 3rd August, 1914; or, if not then let, by the last 
pre-war rent; or, if first let after that date, the rent at which it 
was first let. So long as a tenancy runs its normal course, there 
is no need for the operation of the Act, and the relation of land 
lord and tenant is not interfered with; save that, in the case of a 
new tenancy, the rent is subject to the restrictions imposed by the 
Acts. Until the tenancy is determined apart from the Acts, there 
is no question of the landlord being entitled to recover possession, 
and therefore no question of his being prevented from doing so 
If the tenancy is a yearly or a shorter periodic tenancy, and the 
notice of determination provided by the tenancy agreement, or, in 
the absence of such provision, of the length required by law in the 
particular case, is not given, the tenancy continues. The protection 
of the Acts is not required by the tenant until his tenanty kas been 
duly determined. If it is not a periodic tenancy, but a tenancy 
for a fixed term, then no notice is required to determine it. It 
runs for the term, and it is not till that expires that the tenant 
requires protection against ejectment We notice from the 
pamphlet on the Acts referred to above that it has been questioned 
whether the protection extends to such a case, but the authors 
we think rightly—hold that there is no ground for excluding it. 
The effect is just the same whether the tenancy is a periodic one 


to pay rent 


which is determined by notice duly given, or whether it is for a 
fixed term and expires at the end of the term. In either case 
there comes a time when, under the ordinary law, the tenant 


ceases to be entitled to possession, and when, if he does not go, the 
landlord can recover possession. 

Now the Act of 1915, in section 1 (3), assumes that this time has 
arrived, and that the landlord would, apart from the Act, be 
entitled to an order for recovery of possession; but he is not to 
obtain it so long as the tenant pays the rent of the agreed amount, 
as varied by the Act, and performs the conditions of the tenancy 
Clearly, if- he is to pay the rent, the landlord is to receive it 
and the question arises whether the ordinary rules as to rece pt 
of rent from a tenant is holding over apply. The usual 
case is where a tenant a term of years holds over after the 


Ww ho 


for 


term has expired. Until the first subsequent payment of rent, he 
is tenant at sufferance. After. such payment—since the rent in 
such a case will be an aliquot part of a yearly rent——there is a 


presumption that he becomes tenant from year to year upon such 
of the terms of the original tenancy as are applicable to a irly 
tenancy: see Hyatt vy. Griffiths (17 Q. B. p. 509), and cases cited 


ve 


in Laws of England, Vol. 18, p. 441, note (g). But this is only 
a presumption. The payment of rent does not create a year! 
tenancy ; it is only evidence of such a tenancy (Finlay vy. Bristol 


and Exeter Railway Company, 7 Exch. 409), ind will be rebutted 
by circumstances which show that no such tenancy was intended 
to’ be created. This rale appears exactly to fit the present case 


The landlord receives the rent because he has no alternative. It 
is useless for him to commence proceedings for recovery of pos 
session, for the statute prevents him from obtaining an order 
It is not a case in which the law would presume any tenancy 


the creation of which depends on the consent of the landlord, and 
in fact no such tenancy is created. Nor is the tenant a tenant 
will, since the landlord cannot determine the will, nor a tenant 
at sufferance, since the landlord cannot re-enter when he pleases 
It does not seem possible to describe it otherwise than as a statu 
tory prolongation of the tenancy which has, under the ordinary 
law, come to an end. But it would appear to be a one-sided 
arrangement, for, so far as we see, there is nothing binding on 
the tenant, and, it being assumed that the original tenancy has 
gone and no new tenancy by agreement ‘he 
at liberty to go at any time. The alternatives are (1) to imply a 
yearly tenancy on his part though not on the landlord’s, wh'ch 
seems an absurdity, or (2) to bind him until the Acts come t 

an end or the landlord releases him, which also seems inadmissible 
No doubt the basis of the matter is that the landlord wants to 
Tecover possession, but it does not follow that, where he is pre 
vented in this, he should have the house thrown on his hands at 
the tenant’s convenience. In Dr. Watson's letter it 
that pe ssibly the above result may be varied where the landlord 
takes advantage of the Act of 1919 to increase the rent by 10 per 
cent., and that this might imply a consent to the holding over. But 


at 


has been created 


1s 


is Sul rgested 


the law will not make any implication inconsistent with the facts 





The 10 per cent. is a concession allowed by the Legislature, but 
the landlord is no more a free agent than before. He cannot get 


rid of the tenant, and no tenancy which requires for its creation 
an agreement on his part can be implied 

Then as to performing the covenants of the former tenancy :-— 
If it were a case of holding over, leading by payment of rent to 
the creation of a yearly tenancy, this tenancy would, as stated 
ibove, be subject to such of the terms of the old tenancy as are 
ipplicable to a yearly tenance Dr. Warson puts the case of a 
covenant in a five years’ lease to paint outside in the third year. 
This is not a covenant which is necessarily applicable to a yearly 
tenancy, but if the tenant is in fact occupying at the end of the 
second period of three years, then he must perform the covenant 
see Marti Smith (L. R. 9 Exch. 50), In the present case this 

ile is not strictly ipplicable since no yearly tenancy is created 
But it is useful by way of analogy I he nant is bound to per 
for the conditions of the tenancy, and since the agreed tenancy 

s at an end, this must mean the conditions applicable on the foot- 
ing that it is continuing. Hence the result is the same. If the period 
for performing a covenant, such as for outside painting, recurs 
during the existence of the statutory tenancy, then the tenant 
must perform it. “But whether the only penalty is ghat, if he does 
not, he can be ejected, or whether he would be liable in damages, Is 
another matter We incline to think that his actual occupation 

r the required term woukl imply an agreement on his part to 
perform the covenant for breach of which damages could be 
obtained see Pistor v. Cater (9 M. & W. 315); Adar v. Chatter 
buck (10 Q. B. D. p. 406) 

So far we have considered the ise of holding over after the 
expiration of a term of years, but the position as regards a yearly 
or other periodic tenancy is similar There can be no question of 
recovering possession until the tenancy has been determined by 
jue notice. In the case of weekly and monthly tenancies, this is 
net important. In the case of a yearly tenancy, a special length 
f notice may a tenm of the agreement; otherwise there must 
be the usual half-year’s notice expiring at the end of a year of the 
tenancy But when the tenancy has been thus determined, the 
tenant goes on under a statutory tenancy such as is above 
es el In the ordinary case acceptance of rent would be a 
waiver the notice, and the previous yearly or other periodic 
tenancy would ntinue Sut acceptance of rent is only evidence of 
waive lt is no waiver if, in fact, the rent was accepted with 
nother intention (Doe v. Batten, Cowp. 243), and such other inten 
tion exists here The landlord takes it because he has no option 
Hence the original tenancy remains duly determined ; the tenant 
continues in possession under the statutory tenan ind there 
an. in the absence of agreement. be no further tenancy until the 
period ot prot ction ends and the landlo1 1 is at | erty to recover 
possession In such cases there can hardly be a covenant to’paint 
or repair unless the tenancy is a yearly one springing out of an 
riginal tenan y for a tern i years 

The question as to t power of the landlord to increase the rent 
is decided, too, by considering whether the original tenancy has 
ome to an end or been determined. While it is ntinuing, the 
landlord cannot of his own will increase the rent But the Aet 
of 1919, by section 2, gives power to recover an rease in rent up 
to 10 per cent., provided four clear weeks’ notice has been given 
of the intention to increase the rent Since there in be no in 
crease of rent except upon the creation lt a new tenancy this 
implies, in strictness, that the landlord must gi notice to deter 
mine the tenancy and at the same time offer the tenant the option 
of remaining at the increased rent: see Ahearn vy. Bellman (4 Ex. D 
201) : Bury Thompsor (1895 l Q B 696): Ne rj AL County 
v. Child (14918, 2 K. B. 805) But under the reumstances it is 
probable that a mere notice to increase the rent would be suffi 
cient, and that if the tenant stayed on, an agre nt to continue 
at the increased rent would be inferred (mm the oth hand, he 
might elect to treat the notice as a notice to quil But the 
material point is that the landlord cannot increase the rent unless 
he is in a position to determine the tenanc 

Some other points arise on the Acts, but these we lefer till 
fl ther occasion 
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i t receive in this country, but which, by the 
uitted to a beneficiary domiciled abroad, or being a 
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e Act, 1914, exempts the beneficiary entitled to recei 

who would otherwise be liable to be taxed, and not th: 


Acta rendering incom tn the 
merely machinery for the 


Crown from a decision of Sankey, J.. in two 
Taxes Management Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c 
practically similar facts. The first case raised 
ther the respondents, who were trustees of a marriag* 
und resident in England, could be made liable to income tax 
dends of an American company, which by their direction 
tted to the person beneficially entitled thereto, the Princesse 
| was a French subject, domiciled and resident in 
ere in fact ever received in England In the 
ts were practically identical, the Royal Exchange 
s been assessed as ‘‘ Trustees for Mrs. H. P. Munthe, 
) resident abroad, and who received her income direct from 
irces. The Surveyor of Taxe. in the first case contended (a) 
respondents being the legal owners of the shares, and entitled 
e the profits or gains arising therefrom, and being domiciled 


ind resident in the United Kingdom, were assessable ' to income tax 
under section 5 of the Finance Act, 1914; (b) that the proviso in that 





sectl 


n did not apply, as the person therein referred to could only be 
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the person assessed or liable to assessment; (c) that the Princesse de 
Polignac was not a person entitled to “an annual payment out of th 
income.’ By section 5 of the Finance Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, 10 
income tax in respect of income arising from securities, stocks, shares or 
rents arising out of the United Kingdom, notwithstanding anything 
the rules under section 100 of the Income Tax Act, 1842, is to b 
computed on the full amount of the income, whether it has be 
will be received in the United Kingdom or not, subject to such dedu 
tions and allowances as it would have been bject to if it had beer 
received in the United Kingdom, and to a deduction t 
any annual interest or other annual payment payable out of the in 
to a person not resident in the United dom, provided 
section is not to apply to a person wh a | nland Rev 
Commissioners that not d iled in the United Kingd 
that, being a British subject, he is not ordinarily resident in 
United Kingdom. The Commissioners held that the Princesse 
Polignac and Mrs. H. P. Munthe came within the 
the proviso, and Sankey, J., affirmed their decision 
ment (reported 1918, 2 K. B. 749) the Crown appealed 

Ine Court dismissed the appeal. 
M.R., said that the 
of the respondents, who 


on a ul 


tist 
isthe 


he Is mis 


the & 


trustees, 


SwInren Eapy, two appeals raised 
question as to the liability were 
be assessed to income tax. In the former case the parties 
were trustees, but the assessment was upon them indivi 
In the latter case the Royal Exchange Assurance were asses 
trustees for Mrs. H. P. Munthe The difference 

In each case the income was derived from f 
possessions, and no part of it had been, or would be, received in the 
United Kingdom. It arose abroad and was paid to, or credited t 
the account of, the beneficiary abroad. In each the beneficiary 
foreign subject not domiciled or resident in the United 
Kingdom. The trustees. however, were in ase domiciled 
resident in the United Kingdom The question for decision 
whether the liability to income tax was to be determined by the domi 
of the trustees, or by that of the que trust The Spe ial Com- 
missioners decided that the liability to income tax was determined by 
the domicil of the beneficiary, and they discharged the assessment 
Sankey, J., took the same view and dismissed the appeal by the sur 
veyors, who appealed to the Court of Appeal. Before the passing of 
the Finance Act, 1914, no income tax would have been payable on tl 
income, as no part of it was actually received in Great Britain. The 
question turned on the true construction of section 5 of the Finan 
Act, 1914, which imposed income tax on the income arising fron 
“securities, stocks, shares, or rents in any e of the United 
Kingdom,’’ whether the income had | received in the 
United Kingdom or not. The section, however, contained the follow 
Ing proviso : ‘Provided that this se I 10 | 
of a person who satisfies the Commissioners of Inland Revenue that 
he is not domiciled in the United Kingdom, or that, being a Britis! 
subject, he is not ordinarily resident in the United Kingdom."’ It 
beyond question that if the respective entitled to the 
income here, they could not be inc tax on that 
income, no part of which reached the United Kingdom. The conten 
tion on the part of the Surveyor of T the In Tax 
Acts had regard only to the legal owners of property and disreg: 

the persons equitably or be neficially entitled, and that if 

owners were domiciled here, it immaterial that they 

for persons not domiciled here. On the other hand 
respondents insisted that the notion that for the purposes of income tax 
the Commissioners looked only to the owner was wholly 
unfounded. Section 5 of the Finance Act, 1914, provided for th 
taxation of income from foreign property, but did not contain any 
particulars of the person to be charged. To determine that question 
was necessary to consider the previous Income Tax Acts. The charging 
section was section 2 of the Act of 1853, schedule D ‘For and ir 
respect of the annual profits or gains arising or accruing to any perso 
residing in the United Kingdom from any kind of property, whether 
situate in the United Kingdom or elsewhere.’’ The contention on behalf 
of the Crown was that a trustee for a foreigner domiciled abroad was 
a person within schedule D, and had to be assessed as well in respect 
of his own property as in respect of property held as a trustee for 
without reference to the trust. If that super tax 
would have to be assessed in the way, and the larger thé 
aggregate income the higher the rate of super tax, up to the maximun 
limit.- Thus a beneficiary of limited means would suffer by having 
wealthy trustee. Nor could it be urged that it was merely 
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1914, s. 6 (3), as by section 71 (1) of the Finance (1909 10) Act 

ho exemption, abatement, or relief under the Income Tax A 
depended on the total income of an individual from all sources 

be given to any person unless the person claiming the exemption, abate 
ment, or relief was resident in the United Kingdom. Again, it was 1 
true that the Income Tax Acts looked only to the legal ow: 
they contained references to persons ; 

way of deduction or otherwise. A 1 who paid income tax by 
deduction was a tax-payer: Brooks v. Inland Revenue Commissioners 
(1918, 1 K. B. 257) The case of Colquhoun v. Brooks (14 A. ©. 503) 
established that, notwithstandingethe wide language of the charging 
sections of the Income Tax Acts, it was open to the subject to shew 
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slterations in the | 7th November, 


remises, and pro I< mntaining 4,800 Panama hats, at the price of 6s. 6d. per hat, th 
ert fron I he terms set out in a sale note dated 8th November, 1918, 
oice, dated 12th Nevember, 1918, which were sent by 


plaintiff to the defendant. By a letter, dated 12th December, 19 
st | and /< 1 letter from his solicitor, dated 2nd January, 1919, 
| dete t refused to accept or to pay for the goods, or to accept 
| f, as required by the contract. The plaint 
t e differ between the contract price and the ma 
ternatively, the value at the date of the breach of cont 
i lefendant. The invoice referred to of 12th November,1918 
ta i r o its which had been sent as samples to 
i d which the plaintiff alleged were part of the 4,80 
\\ { { delivered they were entered in def ndant’s } 
i the invoice was also initialled by the clerk | 
I £4 17s. 6d Was paid by the defendant ol 
D I plaintiff relied on the facts as constitutin 
t f i memorandum in writing had been signed by 
| lef lant avent r that there had been part acceptance of the 


| t + f the Sal 


iu : of Goods Act. 1893 The defend 
th ] i t documents referred to by the plaintiff did not « 





| t t lit ( tract between the I irties, and he relied on 
t f ti Sale of Goods Act, 1893, which requires a not 
L. J. 4 i vriting to be signed by the party to 
| ent The letter of 2nd January, 1919, from t 
t cit bove referred to vas as follows ot 
' nt t ted t | 1 that the terms upon \ hich the ods 
t int } 1 were not carried out by your client My clic 
sit ned to accept the bills in payment. If these terms 
l t, |} t f the oods could have been sold by my client 
‘ At the trial of the action the plaintiff relied on this let 
‘ i] fy fendant olicitor as constituting a note or memorandun 
‘ t f I ! contract made ind signed by the agent ol 
th ud lant that behalf, as provided by the 4th section of the 5 
f { ls Act, 1893 
1. that Barcuacne, J.—It was said by the defendants in this case that there 
1 be | ‘ t sufficient memorandum in writing to satisfy the 4th sect 
Sale of Goods Act, 1893. The plaintiff endeavoured to get 
or | difficulty | referring to a letter of 2nd January, 1919, wr 
sfied Ir. ¢ r, defendant's solicitor, to the plaintiff's solicitor, in wl 
} , iship read the letter Plaintiff's counsel argued tl 
tt lettey { the pl uintiff to the defendant ind from 
t t to the rintiff, it would be found that all these letters 
! iocument ent | the plaintiff to the defendant were | 
j te ir. ¢ t t he wrote his letter, and that this Jetter amou 
B jt , i t that there was contract, and the fact that 
1 | that the terms were not carried out by the plai 
lid not pr it bei sufficient memorandum to satisfy the A 
7 } Che ( Bailey v. Sweeting (9 W. R. 273,9 C. B. N.S 
. K ited as to the sufficiency of the memorandum, but it seemed 
| f t) doubt ether a solicitor consulted upon the position of his cli 
t flat I t t . ent, in any sense, either to make a contract 
] t I morandun vhich would be sufficient evidence o 
tract t itisfy the statute But, however that might be, t 
t had . rv diffe nt from Pailey vy Sweeting (supra), because tl 
t not from the solicitor), while repudiating 
f ‘ ‘ t t it its terms ind then proceeded to repudiate 
B ishiy vas not satisfied that Mr. Carr did anyth 
t repudiate r t admit there was a contract between t 
1 rties in the tern ‘ 1 by the plaintiff. On the contrary, he 
ils t not ried out by the plaintiff. That was no n 
l < et un by the defendants in the corres} ond 
| r nart hemselves before Mr. Carr’s letter was writt« 
\ t pondence his lordship held there was notl 
14th April t ( tion with the invoice, which would satisfy 
—_ < ITO] t } t! Sa f mis Act [Judgment for def lant Coun 


} 
ndant SOLI 


¢ ‘ 
f 7 I t | ntill Rayner Goddard, for the defe 


| [Reported by G. H. Kworr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


int denied th | New Orders, &c. 


The Rules in Lunacy, 19109. 


be cited as the Rules in Lunacy, 1919 
; “ I f uy tion in every matter to appoint a Rece rs 
P , i ! “umn s returnabl at a date not less than s 
ia from the date of its issue, and shall, unless service is disp 
vlly ed on the person to whom it relates if hi 
iris 


is out of the jurisdiction t 


S , . 1 either personaly or by registered 
i I ed t " i known pla ot vbode. 
t nrs Sum shall at the time of Service have endo! } 
ccordance with Form IV. in the Schedule hereto 
\ affid t ] 


service of the Summons shal] ib: 
Schedule hereto 


swort' 


ey think fit, dispense with service of the 


a) that the person to be served is 
inderstanding the summons, or (4) that service of the 


irehase | { ns if they are satisfied 
is that on ble of 


1918, the defendant bought from the plaintiff six ca 
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Summons would be injurious to his health, or (c) that the service of the 


Summons is impracticab'e or inexpedient 


7. If service of the first Summons has been dispensed 1 the 
person to whom it re‘ates is within the jurisd ie he | i 
icellor’s Visitors shall, upon the request of t Masters, as & s 
enveniently may be, visit the person to w m- Suma ‘ 
and report as Ww his condition and treatment and Apo z 68 
report the Masters sha‘) take such steps as tl cde eve 
An Order shall not be made upon a first Sumn s (at service 
has not been dispensed with, until the expiration of sevei clear day 
from the date of servace, or if service was Dv registered ieUie! t 
u the expiration of seven c.é@ar divs ‘ t la A ia a 
might have been received in due course of post b) if service rs 
b dispensed with, until the ¢ P ration of seven cle davs fron 
e of the Summons, But s Rule sl t prevent 1 making 
a interim Order for the prot KK ft p r€ I son 
whom the Summons relates or its application for his benefit 
). The Applicant, upon a Summons for the appointment a R é 
shall supply the name, address 1 desecriptx f some ] 
person who is willing to speak to the fitness of the proposed Rece 
and with whom the Masters can communicate Affidavits of Fitness 
} } 4 


shall not be filed unless, in any case, the Masters otherwise dil 
0. Applications under that portion of the Luna Act 


amended by subsequent Acts which relate to “‘ Vesting Ord: 
regards lunatic mortgagees who are not also Truste may mad 
the Committee or Receiver, by any person applying for the appoint: { 
1 Committee or Receiver or by any person interested in the equ 
of redemption or the mortgage money Sux upp licatic ha be 
entitled in accordance with Form I, in t Schedule heret« It t 
be necessary to serve the appli iti 0 Any person ine the 
Masters otherwise direct 
1] Where a person as to whon i Ord has bee mad lite 


of the sub-se« 


Lunacy Act, 1890, or under section 4 t Mental D 


ons {i e) 4 om subs | 


sy 1913, ceases to be within the swh-s« r sectior i 
t Order has been made, but « tinues t be nable t mana 
affairs, it shall not be necessary to institute fresh proceedir 
matter of such person under t Lunacy Act, 1890, and Ame g 
Acts, but the original Order as varied by subsequent Orders, mad 
hereafter to be made, shal] continue in force unti ich person | 

ler been restored to the management of |} affairs lies 

12. The Forms in the Schedule hereto are substituted for t 
sponding Forms in the Schedule to the Rules in Lunacy, 1802 

13. The Forms in the Schedule heret to be used whe 


applicable with such variations aa the case may require 
14. The Rules in Lunacy, 1892 and 1893, are repealed to the fol’ow 
extent 
The Rules jn Lunacy, 1892 
Rule 48, 49, 50. 57, 58, 59, and the Schedule Forms 1, Z, 3 
8. 9, 10, 11, 13 
The Rules in Lunacy, 1893: 
Rule 4 
ForM I 
TITLE OF ALL PROCEEDINGS WHERE THEY ARE UNDER THE Lrnacy Act 
1890, AND THE ACTS AMENDING THE SAME ALON] 


53 Vict » and Amending Act 
In the Matter of A.B 





Note.—This title should be used in the case of every applicat unde 
he Lunacy Act, 1890, and the Acts amending the same, i Vv 
Order as regards mortgaged property or th ppointment 4 pers 
e-convey or for the exercise of the powe pT i fs It 

for the exercise of any powers conferred by the Settled Land A 
Such applications should not be entitled in the matter of y Indentu 

other instrument or in the matter the 'I f an instrume 


n the matter of the Settled Land Acts 
I] 


lire OF PROCEEDINGS UNDER THE LUNACY ACTs AND IN THE CHANCERY 
DIVISION 





Form 





) General Form 
53 Vict., c. 5, and Amending Acts and 
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In the Matter of A.B 
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Council Order. 

OFFICERS OF THE WOMEN’S ROYAL 
\IR FORCE 

mag ge 


Air 


THE BILLETING OI 


t 


SCHEDULI 


Daily rates payable to an occupier 
other than the keeper of a 
victualling house 


Accommodation, &c,, to be 


provided. 


Officers of the Women’s Royal Ai: 
Force 

Lodging and attendance for each 
ofticer 


Board of Trade Order. 

REVOCATION O} THE RAW COTTON 
RETURNS) ORDER, 1918, IN AR AS 
AMERICAN COTTON 


} 


(PRICES 
['l 


AND 
RELATES TO 


sO | 


| that fron t May, 1919, the Raw Co 
Order ‘ t he Board of Trade 

f the Realm Re 

it relates to 


rd t Es 


gulatio S. 
Ameri 


Vptian cotton 


Grazett 1 May. 


Ministry of Munitions Order. 


STEEL AND IRON SUPPLIES CONTROL 
SUSPENSION) ORDER, 1919 

In 1 Orders made | t} \iinister of 

out he iedule hereto, the M ter of Munitior 


rH GENERAL 


‘ m of the said 
the Ist May, 1919, until 


Such sus] 101 ly 


Orders 
iter 


further 


iffect operation of the 
Order ! wy 


sid of them 
the liability oO an ‘ f or 


thereunder or 


ot my ict 

punishment in 
vith the said Orders prior 
medy in respec of 


taken 
respect 
mitravention or 


such 


» cited a ‘ ee] lie 
Order, 1919 


s Con- 


ScHEDULI 
Title i Order nd Dat  Jaaue 


(Metallurgical Coke, [ron and Steel 


Suppli 
7th, 1916 
Nt oe! 
ment N« 
The ¢ 


Order. 1916 
Supplic | Hexag Ro 

1 Order, 1916. October 31st, 191¢ 
ontrol of Steel Supplies Order, 1916 


(Stor inds and Squares Amend. 


Nevember 20th, 1916 





The Control of Steel Supplies (Steel Rods and Wire) Order, 1917. 
February 24th, 1917. 

The Wrought-Lron Scrap Order, 1917. March 22nd, 1917. 

The Steel Supplies (Tinplates and Terneplates) Amendment N« 
Order, 1917. August 24th, 1917 

The Steel Supplies (Steel Scrap) 
August 28th, 1917 

The Steel Suppli 
1917. November 27th 

The Steel Supplies (Steel 
L917 November Wth, 1917 

The Control of Steel Supplies (Amendment) Order, 1917 
14th, 1917 

The Tap Cinder, &c., Order, 1917 

The Midlands District 
1912 

rhe 

Che 


Amendment No. 3 Order, 
(Metallurgical Coke) Amendment No. 4 


1917. 


Order, 


Plates, &c.) Amendment No. 5 Order 


December 


December 15th, 1917. 
Ironstone Control Order, 1918. January 181 


Iron and Steel Scrap Disposal Order, 1918. August 20th, 19 
Cast Tron Scrap Order, 1918. August 20th, 1918. 


[Gazette, 2nd May 


Food Orders. 
BREAD ORDER, 


General Lecence. 
Notwithstanding the restrictions imposed by the above Order [S. R 
& O., No. 547 of 1918), bread which has been made less than twe 
hours may be sold or offered or exposed or carried for sale or delivered 
under a contract for sale in England, Wales, and Ireland between t 
17th April, 1919, and the 22nd April, 1919, inclusive. 
Lith April 


THE 1918 


THE CREAM ORDER, 1918. 
General Lecence. 


On and after the 12th April, 1919, until further notice cream may be 
used, sold, supplied and acquired free from the restrictions imposed by 
the ahove Order [S R & O., No 1659 of 1918). 

12th April. 

The following Food Orders have been issued :— 

The Bacon and Ham (Prices) Order, 1919, 28th March. 
The Greek Currants (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918. 
under Ist April 
Order Amending the Potatoes (Seotland) Order, 1918 
Order Revoking the Wholesale Milk Dealers 
1918. 4th April 
Order Revoking 
1918. 4th April 
Order Amending 
1918. 7th April 
Order Revoking the Food Control Committees (Milk Requisitior 
Order, 1917. as amended. 12th April. 


Notice 


Ist Apr 
‘Control) Ord: I 


the Canned Meats (Maximum Prices) Order 


the Edible Offals (Maximum Prices) Order, 


Societies. 


Union Society of London. 
SESSION 1918-19. 
meeting of the society was held in the Middle 


mmon Room on Wednesday, the 7th May, 1919, at 8 p.m 


The twenty-third 
Temple C 
The subject “ That this House would welcome the 
ipplication of the elective system to the House of Lords in substitution 
for the hereditary.’’ Opener: Mr. F. D. Yeatman. Opposer ; Mr. A 


Safford The motion was carried. 


for debate was: 


Law Association, 


usual monthly meeting of the directors was held on 
M. Woodhouse in the chair. The other directors present wer 
B. V. Christian, Mr. P. E. Marshall, Mr. H. B. Nisbet, M: 
Rowe, and the secretary. The sum of £75 was granted for t 
of deserving applications. The date of the annual general court 
ed for Oth May at 2 o’clock at the Law Society's Hall. 


Ist Ma 


Barristers and Solicitors (Qualifica- 


tion of Women) Bill. 


A meeting in support of the Barristers and Solicitors (Qualification 
£ Womer Bill held at the Central Hall, Westminster, 
on Monday, the chair being taken by Councillor Edith How 
Martyn, A.R.C.S 3.Se. (Women’s Freedom League) 

The CHAIRMAN said the meeting had the support of the Women’s 
Free Jom Lea rue, the National Union of Societies for Equal Citizenshi; 

Fabian Women's Group, Catholic Women’s Saffrage Society, th: 
Independent Women's Political Union, the Council of Professional 
Women, and the National Federation of Women Teachers, representa- 
tives of which societies were present. If the profession of the law were 


vas 


the 
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opened to women it was certain that a great advance would have been | 
made, and she thought it would not be long before women would be | 
sitting on the magisterial bench. She believed there was nothing but 
custom and precedent, to be argued against that, and the Lord Chancellor 
might feel that, with the Bill on the Statute Book, he might well 
include some women in his next appointments to the magistracy 
There would certainly soon be women judges, and very quickly there 
would be women on juries. It very much amused her to find men 
putting their houses in the names of their wives in order to avoid 
serving on juries, but women would be only too anxious to take the 
duty upon them. Many offices would be open to women with legal 
training. She thought, further, that it would be more easy to get 
women returned as Members of Parliament and also for the first 
division of the Civil Service. Some had hoped, when a partial measure 
ot enfranchisement was passed last year, that nothing more would be 
heard of the women’s suffrage movement, but women would certainly 
not desist from agitating until they obtained the full equality which 
they were demanding. The most esseriial thing was to get women in 
side the machine, as Members of Parliament, on councils, and so forth. | 
One-half the staffs of Government departments, especially the diplo 
matic service, should be women. To open the legal profession was one 
of the strongest steps that could be taken to arrive at that goal 
Mr. Hotrorp KniGHrt, in the absence of Mr. Macmaster, K.C., M.P 
who had been announced to bring forward a resolution, but was | 
detained by his duties at the House of Commons, moved : ‘‘ That this 
meeting calls upon the Government to give tacities for rts passage 
through the House of Commons to the Barristers and Solicitors Quali 
fication of Women) Bill, which has already successfully passed through 
the House of Lords, so that it may become law at the earliest possib) 
date.”’ He said they were not assembled as those without hope. The 
Bill was not some vague idea which had yet to be incorporated in 
terms represented by the House of Commons. The Bill had passed 
through its stages in the House of Lords, and if one had asked five 
years ago where the most serious opposition to the admission of women 
would have been met with the answer would have been in the Hous 
of Lords. The ex-Lord Chancellor, Lord Finlay, who had himself i 
the final stages of his official career been in unabated opposition to th 
admission of women, had remained silent when the Bill was finally dealt 
with by the House of Lords, except to enter a protest against some 
of the minor points made by the Lord Chancellor when speaking in 
its support. The Lord Chancellor, who had been the principal opponent 
so far as his branch of the profession was concerned, had completely | 
reconsidered his position, and he was now one of the foremost sup- | 
porters of the measure. When they considered that gentlemen who | 
in past years resisted the principle of the admission of women were 
now prepared to support it, they must take into account the tremendous 
effect which the war had had in the matter. The war had opened 
up to women in this country various occupations and callings, and they 
had filled: those occupations and callings so well that the arguments 
which had been urged against their so doing had been completely silen 
ced ; and, in the Lord Chancellor, the supporters of the Bill had a stout 
friend who would unquestionably be one of its leading sponsors to | 
victory. He had been desired by Lord Buckmaster to give a message 
to the meeting. He had seen Lord Buckmaster that afternoon, and | 
his lordship had expressed his great pleasure that the meeting was 
being held. He had said he wished the meeting to know that he | 
welcomed every assistance that could be forthcoming to render effectual 
any efforts he had been able to make in this cause. So the meeting 
were not asked to give their support to a mere academic question, but 
tw something which had actually Peached to success On several occa 
sions the Prime Minister had himself indicated his acceptance of the 
principle of the Bill, and the Lord Chancellor and the ‘egal House 
of Commons had indicated their intention to provide facilities for its 
passage. The fact that so many women's societies had joined together 
in the demand that the Bill should speedily pass into law was an 
indication not only of the representative character of the demand, but 
of the volume of feeling in the country which was behind it. In 1913 
he had proposed a resolution at the annual meeting of the Bar approving 
of the admission of women to the legal profession. That resolution 
had been the occasion of the largest attendance ever made at the 
meeting. + Barristers attended from all parts of the country, even from 
the remotest islands of the Hebrides, for the express purpose, as it 
appeared, of voting against the resolution In 1917 he had again 
appealed to the Bar at the annual meeting, in the light of the exper 
ence which had been furnished of the capacity of women, and had 
asked that they should at last do the right thing and admit women 
to their profession. But they had hesitated to do so, notwithstanding 
that they had been counselled to that effect in the leader columns 


of the 7'mes of the previous day. They were not in favour of recon- | 
sidering their attitude of opposition, and the tendency of opposition had 
become more marked as time went on. But at this moment it was on!y 
right that, in the interest of the Bar it should be said, one was entitled, 
in view of the course taken by the Lord Chancellor and by Lord Buck 
master. to expect that the Bar would cease their opposition. These were 
dave when the demand of peop’e in every part of the globe was for justice 
and surely it was the desire of all right-minded men and women 
hat the desire should be satisfied His desire was that, as we « 


fronted the new age, we should revise our old arrangements <o as 
conform to the spirit and the work of the new age, and should take 


fare that the service of justice in the Empire should be based on true 


foundations. That service must be opened to every fit man and woman 
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ho desired to enter it He was certain that there were great changes 
to be brought about in Governments before this international desire 
f justice could be effected, and he was certain these changes were 
to be arrived at only by the efforts of persons in the several States 
to bring about such a reorganisation of the spirit of justice as wou!d 
form to the best traditions of the country, The demand was that 
there uld be open to women that part in the service of justice which 
as their duc It was a part they could play with advantage to the 
puntry and a part which the Government of the day had promised 
to pr 1 


\I E. E. Frovp (National Federation of Women Teachers) seconded 
the motior She said women had the vote and would soon be going 
nt Parliament, and as they vould make the laws they ought to have 
the right of administering them They would make the laws, not in 
rgon in vogue at present, but in language which anyone could 


the t uv 
i derstand Then if they could choose the law-makers and could 
| make the laws, there was no | sical reason why they should not inter 
| pret them and become lawyers. Men's laws were not just and fair 
between men and women "Men did not. as a rule understand the 
elementary features of lift In all legal matters, as things were at 
present yomen had to go to men who were their opponents for 
advice, and to men judge They wanted the sympathy of the mind 
of the trained legal womar Women wanted to climb to any héight 
for which they had the ability, and they claimed that every occupation 
and calling should be thrown open to them [hat would be for the 


rood of the world 
Mr. Wittram Lunn, M.P., said there were not many lawyers present 
they were not very anxious to hand over to women the opportunity 
joining the mn. He was not so sure the Government were 
it the back of the Bill, indeed, he had me to the 
that the Government did not intend to give facilities 
for passing the B n the House of Commons He did not think 
uld extend any facilities to women unless they were 
re fight in women to get the 


I rolessio 
meeting with his 


mind made up 


the 


(rovernment 
forced, and there would have to be n 


reforms they a 1 for He was inced that one strong reason why 
uwvers had opposed the admission of women was the fear that it would 
be taking the bread from their own mouths. He could say that the 
Labour part ere he bel ed b utelvy every member in rave ir of 
t! Bi He hoped te ee women in Parliament, and that the Treasury 
Bench should be occupied by them He moved to add to the resolution 
[This meeting asks the Prime Minister, or the | uder of the Hou 
( nmons, to receive a deputation of ita number.’ 
Mies Hecena NORMANTON epoke of the objections made to the entry 
f women into the medical profession in the forties '’ and fitti« 
rbiectior which had a been falsified. and she asserted that the argu 
| mente in vogue to-day against their entering the legal profession would 
prove equally unfounded. If women were by nature and temperament 
1s was asserted. unsuitable for the Bar and the Bench—and, after all 
they had not vet proved their suitability let the Lord Chancellor 
take a number of fair normal examples of women and turn them into 
justices of the peace If they pl ed such awful fai ures that would 
be a substantial argument. She thanked the men lawyers for what 
th ad done in the direction of opening the legal profesmon to 
ymer There had heen verv little t parallel that in the action of 
the medical men th regard to the admission of women to their 
QD feaslo 
Mi FIntayson Gavutp (Catho Women's Suffrage Society) urged 
that women had done much for the medical professior und asserted 
that women 'awyers would do much for the legal profession 
M E \ Bel speak ng as a member of the « licitors’ branch of 
the profession. said that. during the last five, he might sav ten, years, 
mu f ti egal work f the country had been performed by women 
In the Pub Trustee’s Office the machinery dea vith trusts, th 
idministration of the estates of infants, the necessary negotiations for 
the carrving into effect of the wills of deceased persons, was looked 
loved in that office alone 300 


ufter by women: and there were em} : ) 
: the Public Trustee 


m He had heard very strong encomiums by 
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in Canada, on import and export trade, tended to sever numerous o | 
stions” wh had existed for generations between the Mot 
i D n. It is one of the duties of the Missior 
| | ye f und and to devise the means of re-estab 
| | che 
\ , struc und ra vtion mi e und 
in Ku bur he next few ors in ler to repair 
r offs : ! wr Raw materia!s br will be necese . 
| k. and ' | required can be tained from Can ' 
I M hopes by means of negotiations w th the Governments 
. ed make a gements for the supply of s 
ad vantag fal is ats ed. It is further consi 
b syste credits to assist the Governments in purchas 
als ! 
I Mis ed that the 1 ttlement of Euro is larg M 
| | n suffic t supplic of food being available and Mis tribu ( 
ne ganised I od can only be obtained in two ways t 
By im from countries having margins for export ; and 
By ‘ l tuction in Europe itself 
has la es which she is willing to place at the disp I 
ud r, by reason of the fact that she has alw 
i 0 ifactare of agricultural machinery and implemer 
v | I ome to the assistance of the nations of Eur 
leavou produce supplies within their own borders 
I bit foodstuffs of every description, Canada has availalb 
f f g goods 
P 1 " nanufactures Asbestos. 
L, Iron and stee] manufactures 
W nu nO8 uling Copper P 
I Gold quartz ] 
\ i es Silver 1 
G " Flaxseed, 
Drugs i iis Nick 
I wid I vcture Coa 
Hid Clothing 
Alun 1 Fure \ 
| Agricultural implements I 
| Canad s abo a ther things to develop a unger intercha 
1 h t M r Count ind indeed with all parts of t} ‘ 
En | ’ ge marks to offer British manufacturers , 
wrg Canada, t feels that she can supply to t I 
iterials and manufactures which formerly w 
I " m the Centra! Powers ) 
T ff Mission are at 1: Regent-street, S.W. 1, and 
I sides Mr. Lloyd Harris, several other promine 
I n who are well acquainted with the present ind ( 
l mic position in Canada. They will at all times be w I 
| e persons the United Kingdom desirous of obtaining inforn \ 
egard t Canadian tl ide \ 
* 
Ld Rae S Return. 
\ ssave from tl Times prt. La ey dated 2nd May, says 
I R is shortly returning to England, was the guest « . 
ht ta banquet given by the “Pilg ‘rims’ Club TI - 
the last of a series of farewells which friends of the clo 
bet he English-speaki nations have given to t 
\ The f vil message is read by the chairman, M1: 
4 | De 4 ; 
I \ ie Pilgrims and their distinguished guests, who : 
1! banquet to Lord Reading have conveyed t | 
wh ti r terms the expressions of their affection and go : 
I é think that at the close of my Ambassdor’s speci 
t ls of ir, which at its commencement overshadowed tl 
lisappearing, and I look forward not only to the assu 
’ but also to an enduring and steadfast broth« | 
reat Fr isl speaking nations CEORGE, R I | 
, ead from the Duke of Connaught, Mr. Lansin : ( 
I Pilgri Club 
—E a 
E 
Industrial Sonerenes Inquiry. 
Au ind Geddes in a written Parliamentary answer, states th 
tion of the Committee on Industrial Insurance will be a 
1 Parmoor K.C.V.O K.C Mr. H. S. Cautley, M.P 
hairman) Major Evan Hayward, M.P 
\ W. T. Ca M.I Mr. John Hodge, M.P 
. Mr. H. A. Payne, C.B. (Controller of Companies Depart 
Board of Trade Mr. G. Stuart Robertson (Chief Registrar 
| Societi i Sir Alfred W. Watson (Chief Actuary to tl 





Nat Health Insurance Joint Ce 
I f reference will | 


ompanies 


mmiuttee 
To inquire into the 
ollecting societies excl 


business carrie 


and <« usive 


ssurance 


ie of life assurance policies involving the payment of sum 
ling £50 on the death of the assured and of insurance busines 


he National Health Insurance 
ndment of the law is desirable.”’ 


Act, and to report whether any 


i ond 
| me 
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Companies. 
The Guarantee Society, Lim ted 


The directors of the Guarantee Society (Limited) an: e that 
being taken to transact general accident bu . 
operations thus embracing all classes of insurance exce} 
marine. 
Alliance Assurance Company. 
The directors of the Alliance Ass ! ( pai L 
resolved to declare at the annual genera 
May, 1919, a dividend of twelve shillings per «! ess 1 
out of the profits and accumulations of the mipar it ft 
the year 1918. An interim dividend f j 
ome tax) was paid in January last, and t 
per share (less income tax) ll be payabl 1 aft e 5 
next 
Law Students’ | 
aw Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 
INTERMEDLATE EXAMINATION 
The fo lowing candidates (whose names are iiphabetica ! 
suceessful at the Intermediate Examinat« ne.d id 1 
19. A candidate is not obliged to take th part f the Exan 
at the same tume 
First Clase 
Godbold, Thomas Edward 
Pa d 
\ rk, John Hodson Murra (; lo 
Barker, Osmond Turbervil k Pigs \W um Gord 
Carr, James Henry. Raybould, George Bea 
{ ins, John Liss int, B A , Oxon sintt Albert Edward 
Greem, Frederick Charles Thomas, John G vy 
Hincks, Josiah Welch, Eri St 
Loring, Perey Whetnall, Dennis ¢ 
Meyer, Eugene \W lams Alb \ 
The foll ACTING indidat ha pass l the Le 70 vr? ’ 


Griffith, Samuel Rhys Smale, John Guard K 
Hall, Geoffrey Hugh Ward, William W 
Martin, Harold Wi liam Weston, George N ’ 
Moxon, James William 
SLE, Lewis 
Number of 

The following candidates have pa l the Trust A ints and 
i ping iL rtion inly 
Adams, William Fras¢ Jc Herma 
\ h, Joseph F ys 
Ashton, Charles, M.A., Victoria Hall, John Philip 
Barlow, Richard Maxwell. Hetherington, W Ww 
Bates, Alfred Hicks Kxward Je fle 
Beck, Reginald Arthur 
Bennett, Edward I 
Bennett, Guy Whittem London 
B shop, Gerald 
s‘ackburn, Leonard Arthur, Hurrell, Hugh Swa 
Briant, Arthur James Ingham, Per« Art 


andidat / ed 
1 i ww; pa ', & 


B own, Alfred Wi amson, LL.M.. Tob g. George W um 
Liverpool J David M 

Burke, Ge rge Bernard J nes Ed vard © é 

Bush, Graham Shurmut Kenworthy. Charles Houldsv 


Byrde, Evelyn Hook. B.A., Cantab 
Carlisle, Henry sarry B.A Ke 1. Wilsor 
LL B., Cant ib I 
Cartmell, Cyril, B.A., London. Lig 1 Joseph B 
Chambers, Leslie Bert i. 
C'ark, Malcolm I E-dmand 
Clarke, Geoffrey Peard Ma ._ Andrew Ne 
( el , 
( 
if 


Yochrane, Donald H ry Man Philip D 

olwill, Eric Richard Middleton. John Lean 
oulby, Charles Douglas Mi'ler. Gerald Ernest B 
Coutts, Douglas Freeman Moore. Thomas Eric L 


Darcey, Richard Haro'd ah + 
Davenport, Harold, B.A., Cantab Mossop, George Holmes 
Davies, Henry Howells Nalder, Frank William 
Davies, Noel Hier. N le, Ral Kk 


~ ies, Thomas Rees Tas r 
lavies, Walter Everett ( I 

, ; hidie, W iP 
Day, George Lewis, M.A., Cantal : : 


Ouselevy-Smitl (i 
Paters John Crisg 
B.A.. : Peace, Geoffrey Litt'ew 
Potte \ } 1 Cwn! 
Elliott, John Randal Pratt, Edwin Amos 
Finch, George Fladgate. Price, William Ewart, 


Derrett. Charles Edward. 
yvean-Walker, Norman 
‘wards, Gerald Bracton, 


_|NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


1} a 
irevised and 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
highly favourable rates for Annuities 


|now offered by the CENTURY. 


} 


| 
' 
| 
| 

\) 
| 
| 
' 
| 
| 
} 
} 
| 
] 

hi 

\ 


SPECIMEN RATES. 


Correspondence Invited. 


ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 











’ 
i 4 + . bor each £10 ot Purchase Money. 
j _ Fe 3 Males, 
£ | £9 ' 10 
y18 ll 210 
70 1] } 0) 13 8 6 
\ ) concer } Tom 
On of the ’ picu ly prosperous Offices of the present 
rat l I \ 8 
O f the best naged Insurance Companies in Great Britain,”— 
Im rn 


** Originalit and enterprise have urke 


1 the operations of the 


CENTL RY throu rnout its career. — Post Maga 1 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 


HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 








R I J i M.A 
\ D., Ca 
NK iH \ } 
1 ; \ | iI ' j M.A 
I ] I i I ’ 
R \\ { } 
R ( \\ H ) 
: i \\ Le I 
\\ } { 
\\ N Pho 
| B.A W N (3 
\ ir i 
| t | \\ ! J ! 
LL.1 erp 
| . \\ 7 t j 
| Vl Hur \ 
| I | M 
| i ( 


H ( es Stuart 
\lexander 


Arthur Russ¢ Hemming, George Benjamin 
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Sidney Herbert 


‘Bern ard Drake Robins n, 
Alfred Char'es Row an, Thomas, LL.B 
Hindle, Tom Townley Ro William James 
Holman Alexande Sm ith A'fred Parto: 
B.A., Cantab Frederick Henry 
Holmes, Newby Snape, Sidney Frank 
Hopkins, Henry Spicer Arthur Cha 
Hopwood, J vert M.2 Oxon. 
Howe ‘ or, F 


Higman, London 


smth 


I 
I's 
lr 
1 
I 
I 


Tull 
Walke 
Wa maley 
Whats ‘ 
Wig bert 

Wilson, Geoffrey Francie Fa 
Winterbottom tenskin Tt 
Wood, Edward Hamilton 
Woolf Alexander Susman 
Wright, Cyril Frederick 
Wright, Perciva ~Oorge 
Youde, W 


f indidates, 85 


HonoraRY DISTINCTION 


vm i ! mmittee re min 
name 


The Ex 
to honorary 
didate was arti folluws the name 
Firee C 
M Ce 
Way, of ¢ 


Smith, of the firm of 


Ferg 


Smith and 


umn us 


Willa 
Walker 


Youde 
Mess 


Second Cilla 


Ferriman } ; Kadiwin Henry ¢ of the firm o 
Agar Hutton an oe, ol a } 
Hemming i r ; Mr. Sta 
Messrs Nash and (Ck 
Rowan, Thomas, LL.B., London (Mr, J« 
Messrs. Bickersteth, Ag lOmMDy ind Haze 
Woolf, Alexander Susmas Mr. Willan 


Tyne 


Jack Rubinste 
London) 
Wailham Ehhs 


firm of Rubunst« 
seph 


of 


Third Cla 


Mr. Maxwe Ruthven 
Walter and Thornt« ot 
Lang Coat Swansea 

William Boyle, of Lavenpox 
Cockin » Harold (Mr, Thomas Dar Hickman, of Old 
Davie arthus Russe Mr. Walter Pi Davies, of Lo 
Field, Edmund V¢ Mr. Cecil B of the firm 

Bell, Brodrick and Gray ol London 
For« 1% Frederick Ewart (Mr. Ro é 
Higman, Bernard Drake (Mr. Henry Wheeler Higman, of St. Austel 
Hind e, Tom Townley (Mr. Gilbert Edwin Sprake (deceased) an 

Mr, David Lewis Sprake, both of the firm of Messrs, D. L. Sprake 

Son, of Accrington 
Hopkins, Henry (Mr. William 

Hamlins, Grammer and Hamlins 
Howe Ph Lip, LL.B Sheffie ld 

Messrs, Howe and Co., of Sheffield 
Kay, Frederick Wylie (Mr. Tom Wry!ie 
Marsh. George (Mr. Thomas Withers 

Benson Birkett i d vies, of Londo 
Robinson, Sidney Her! Mr. Thomas Wallace Robins 

of Messrs, Wallace Rol und Morga Birmingham 
Thomas, Clarence Ernest Martin ¢ n Dihne, of Swansea 
Thornton-Jones, William (Mr. John Glynne J and 

William Thornton both Bangor) 

Walmesley, G Thomas Woodcock, of 

Woodcock and Sons, of Has ingden 

Wright, Percival George (Mr. Th 
The ¢ encil of the L Society ha 
pric fh I 


Danis l Re ardk 


+ ntor 
London 


Wi 


228s 


Bonney am = Oharles 
firm <« Morse Hewitt 
Boo o' land (Mr. Hows 
Royle, 2 ! nders Mi 


(reo 
L 
re iricks, 


Buc kiby 


bert Hesilnige 


ant 
Aldre and 
of Londo 

Mr Albert Howe, of the firn 
Kay 


the 


of Blackpoo 

firm of Messrs. W 
{ the 
neon 
. nes Mi 


Mr the firm of Mess 


eorge 


mas Hodgson Mundell, of 
ve awarded the foll 


Ls dk n 


wing 


To Mr. Youde about £25) and the 
Clement's Inn prize (value about £10 
To Mr. Ferriman: The John Mack 
The Council y e given C Certif 
First, Second and Third Classes 
T' he pe ale Prize (founded hy 
The 


Counci awarded the 
Youde 


Che prize (value 


about £9 
lidates 


vVa.ue 


lass the can 


trthur | ightman 


/ 
about ) 


E 
have alx t pa Ze \ i! le £ XY 


By Order neil, 
E R Cook 
mdon, W.C, 2 


Law Society's Hal ane, Li 


2nd May, 1919 


Chancery 


r 


Mess a. 


thers 


firm 


| (,;BORGE 





jin 1 


| are 
| Sussex Natura 


; the Trade 


| presumably with a view to further attempts at legislation. 


Legal News, 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Jarvis and James GorpoNn 
Jarvis and Jeudwine), 44, Broad-street, Newtown, 
January 31. The said Sydney Herbert Jarvis will 
m the said pra tice undet the style or firm of Powell, 


solicitors 
Mont- 
continue 


Jarvis 


SypNeY HERBERT JeUDWINE, 


Ravenor and Henry Tempce Ravenoi 
and Bampton, Oxford. March 25. The 
said Nathaniel John Ravenor and Robert Frederick Cuthbert 
{ Witney aforesaid, wil] continue to carry on the said business 
in partnership under the style or firm of Ravenor and Cuthbert. 
Taylor, WaLter STANDBING and Lyon 
Standring, Taylor and Co.), 1, King-street, 
December 31. Edward Lyon Taylor and Lyon 
Watson Taylor will continue business under the same style or firm 
I St andring, Taylor and Co (Gazette, May 2 
GoppaRD, FRANK LeypEN SarGENT and ARTHUR 
solicitors (Theodore Goddard and Co.), 10, Sex 
September 29. Such business will be carried on 
John Theodore Goddard and Frank Leyden 


(FRAHAM 
Witney 
Graham 
so0.1chtor, 


NATHANIEL JOHN 
olicitors (Ravenors), 


WATSON 


Sout! 


EDWARD 
Tayi 
I 4 i le Rochda e 


LYON 


OR, solicitors 


the 


THEODORE 
ANDERSON, 
1 emple. 

by the said 


JouN 


jeants -1nn, 
future 
gent 


mn 


Sarg 


HILDEBRAND RamspEN-TacoRE and Freperic HERBER? 
tAMSDEN, Solicitors (Ramsden and Co.), 85, Gracechurch-street. April 3 
The said Arthur Hildebrand Ramsden-Tagore will in future practise 
under the style or firm of Ramsden-Tagore and Oo, and the said Freder 

Herbert Ramsden under the style or firm of F. H. Ramsden and G 

h at above-mentioned addiress. 

JosErpH Epwarp DANnTHORPE STICKNEY and BAsIL 
solicitors (Stickney and Barton), Hull. May 1. [ Gazette, 


Information Required. 


WILL WANTED.—(Farnham and District).—Any solicitor having 
the will of Richard Medland Short, of Joyce Cottage, Farnham 
coachman, who died 6th April last, is requested to communicate 
hings and Kennaway, solicitors, Teignmouth. 


ARTEUn 


ea the 


Ketsrty Barron 
May 6 


mad 
retired 


Hut 


with 


General. 


Tuesday, Mr, Clement Edwards asked 
Under-Secretary for Foreign Affairs whether he could state whether 
e Government had come to any decision as a result of the negotiations 
egard to the formal recognition of Fin'and as an independent republic 
Cecil Hat assoranties His Majesty's Government have now recognized 
he indepe ndence of Finland 
In a letter to the Times (Sth inst.), Sir Haxry Poland, K.C. 
‘It appears from the Z’imes of 2nd May that Mr. Bottomley suggested 
additional source of revenue might be derived by putting ‘a 
tax’ on all advertisements—not only on posters, but on adver 
tisements in newspapers. The question as to the desirability of imposing 
1 tax on advertisements in newspapers was fully discussed and decided 
53. when Mr, Gladstone was Chancellor of the Exchequer. Mr 
ner Gibson in April in that year moved a resolution for abolishing 
udvertisement duty, which was then ls. 6d., and this was carried 
the Government by 200 to 169.” 
Jame Edmund Haselwood, 
who died on 11th February, 
ng the testator’s bequests :—£500 each to the Brighton and 
History and Philosoph cal Society, the Royal Alexandra 
Hospital for Sick Children, and the Brighton, Hove and Preston Dis 
£300 each to the Brighton, Hove and Sussex Ear and Throat 
Hospital and the Sussex Eye Hospital ; £600, certain furniture and ai 
vnnuity of £104 to his housekeeper; and £500 to a clerk. 
Judge Walworth Roberts, of the Clerkenwell County Court, has con 
snted to continue to act as a chairman of the Interim Court of Arbitra 
under the Wages (Temporary Regulation) Act, 1918, until the 
\ugust v: se ation of the Clerkenwell County Court, after which he hopes 
to resume his judicial work. The Lord Chancellor has given his sanction 
to this arrangement 
The Zimes (Trade Supplement, 3rd inst.) understands that the Govern 
nent intends to hold an early inquiry into the whole question of trade 
marks, and that the much debated project of the desirability of a mark 
f origin wil! then be fully considered. The last attempt to consolidate 
Mark Law of the country proved so unpopular that the 
among those conveniently jettisoned at the end of the 
It is now proposed to get the views of actual business men 
The ques 
mark of origin has been discussed in these columne agai 
again. Quite apart from the advantages and, possibly, disad 
of the registration of such a mark. the practical difficulties 
in many lines of business have never been met. It would seem obvious 
that it is ne t sufficient to make out a case—however strong—for such a 
project unless at the same time it can be shown how it can be carried 
out practically, 


In the House of Commons, on 


, Bays: 


that an 


simpue 


Mil 
+} 


wwainst 
Mr 


soli por 


Richmond-terrace, Brighton 
left £42,724. The following 


of 
has 


am 


pensary ; 


¢ 
tion 


measure was 


session 
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and 


vantages 





am 
Cate 
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Index to War Orders and Proclamations, &c., from October 19, 1918, 


to April 


Admiralty. 

Cameras on Board Ship, 25, 158 
Charts and Hydrographic Publications, 158 
Hydrogen Order, Can ellation of, 180. 
Japanese Silk Order, Cancellation of, 375 
Marine Box Chronometer Order, Cancellation of 34 
Notices to Mariners : 

Scotland, East Coast, 12 

England, South Coast, 25 

North Sea, 86, 158. 

East Coast, 86. 
Raw Asbestos Order, Cancellation of, 231 
Suspension of Admiralty Orders, 118 


Agriculture, Board of. 


Benefits which may be Reck as W s in Lieu of Cash, 267 
Overtime Employme nt Prop: al, 2 WE 

Special Minimum Wages for M arket Gard ning Workers in Essex, 576 
Testing Seeds Order, 232. 

Variation of the Determination of the Value of a Cottage as Benefit 


in Somerset, 376 


Army Council. 

British Hides (Dealings) Order, 1918, 118 

Cancellation of Orders, 118, 138, 168, 169, 194, 215, 247, 267, 304, 522 
338, 355, 432. 

Cape Coarse and Coloured Skin-wool Permit, 1919, 266 

Coloured and Lappett-wool Permit, 1919, 504 

County Cork (West Riding), Special Military Area, 12. 

H ay and Straw, Regulation of the Sale of, 215, 247 

Imported Goatskin and Sheepskin Leather Permit, 1919, 

Imported Leather (British Empire) Permit, 1919, 394 

Imported Flax (Dealings) Amendment Order, 1918, 168, 26 

Leather, Sole (Conditions of Sale) Order, 86, 194, 356 

Manila Hemp and Maguey Fibre Permit, 1919, 355 

Oats, Regulation of the Sale and Use of Unthreshed, in Great 
Britain, 25. 

Quinine (Dealings) Order, 1918, 72 

Rags and Shoddies No. 2 Order, 1918, 119 

South African Wool and Tops Permit, 1919, 231. 

Straw and Thatching in Great Britain, Sale of, 87 

War Time Boots (Sale) Permit, 1918, 26 

Waste of Forage (Amendment) Order, 1918, 42 

Woollen and Worsted (Consolidation) Amendment No. 5 Order, 1918, 
168. 

Woollen Yarn Permit, 1919, 231 

Women’s Boots (Uppers) Amendment Order, 87, 304 


Board of Trade. 


Articles of Commerce (Relaxation of Restrictions s) Order, 1918, 180, 
181, 267, 292 

Census of Horses Order, 1918, 42 

Coal Mines (War Wage Payment), 1919, 42, 356 

Coal (lreland) Order, 1919, Sale of, 216 

Exports to German Austria, 433. 

Fuel Consumers (Returns) Order, 1918, 26 

Hay and Straw Order, 1918, lu4 

Horses Order, 1918, Revocation, 104, 169 

Household Fuel and Lighting Order, 1918, 216 

Household Fuel Prosecutions Order, 1918, 119. 

Insurance of Enemy Merchant Ships, 267. 

Lighting, &c., Order, Revocation of, 180. 

Local Fuel and Lighting Joint Committees (Audit of Accounts) 
Order, 190. 

Matches Orders, 138, 412. 

Motor Spirit and Gas Restriction Order, 1918, 119, 138 

Packing Case and Lapping Board Order, 119. 

Paper (Relaxation of Restrictions) Order, 1918, 169 

Paper Restriction Order, No. 3, 169 

Petroleum Products (Wholesale Prices) Orders, 72, 119, 169. 267 

Pitwood Order, 1918 (Prices), 24% 

Railway Wagons Disposal England and Wales) 

Ra ittan and Malac a Canes Order, 1918, 181 

Repair of Enemy Merchant Ships, 216. 

Revocations, 104, a 180, 216, 356, 375, 412 

Road Transport, 3 Orde r, 72 

Road Transport Belivesy, Limitation of, 26 

Timber Control Order Amendment, 1918, 138, 181. 292. 

Timber Prices (Amendment) Order, 1918. 138 

Timber Orders, Revocation of, 356 

Tobacco Restriction Order (No. 1), 1918, 12 

Tobacco Restriction Orders, Revocation of, 216. 


I2, I919. 


Trading with Czech Slovakia, 292 

'rading with the Enemy, Licence 356 

Trading with the Occupied Yerritories on the Left Bank of 
Rhine, 292 

I with Palestine and Syria, 216 

Pradi with Poland, 433 

lradu with Poland an 

l'rad 


with Turkey 


Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic). 


General Order (Amendment) for all Areas in England aud Wales, 357. 

General Order Regulating the Sale, &c., of Intoxicating Liquors on 
Good Friday, 434 

Shorncliffe Area, 394 

Western Border Area, 267. 


Food Control. 


Appk Prices) Order, 1918, 195 

seer (Price and Descript m) Order 

bread Order 1918, 158 

Butter, British made (Restriction) Order, 1918, 27 

Cs pned Meats (Dis sribatic m) Order, 1918, 248 

yrores Meat tequisition) Order, 1918, 306. 

Canned Salmon (Requisition) Order, 1918, 339 

Cattle Feeding Stuffs (Distribution) Order, 1918, 57, 3506 

Cattle Feeding Stuffs (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918, 306, 357 

Cheese (Distribution) Order, 1918, 4365. 

Damaged Foodstuffs Order, 1918, 105 

Dredge Corn Order Amendment, 4918, 58, 171, 323 

Edible Oils (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918, 412 

Fish (Prices), No. 3 Order, 1918, 43 

Fish (Registration of Dealers) Order, 377 

Flour and Bread Order, 1917, Manufacture of, 1538 

Food Control Commuttees (Constitution) Order, 1917, Order Amend: 
ing, 43. ‘ 

Grain, Damaged, 27 

Grain (Prices) Order, 1918, Amendment, 357 

Hors Rationing), No. 2 Order, 1918, 87, 248, 377 

Jam (Distribution) Order, 1918, 106 

Jam (Prohibition of Export) Order, 1919, 338. 

Jam and Syrup (Registration of Dialers ) fm 1918, 26 

Live Stocks (Sales) Order, 1918, Order Amending, 106, 376 

Margarine (Distribution) Order, 1918, 306 

Margarine (Maximum Prices) Order, 394 

Meat (Dealers Restriction) Order, 1918, 376 

Meat Retail Prices Order, 1918, 434 

Milk (Registration of Dealers) Order, 1918, 323, 394 

Milk (Distribution) Order, 1918, 58, 305 

Milk (Restriction in Establishments) Order, 1918, 18 

Pig (Prices) Order (No. 2), 1918, 248. 

Pig (Sales Order 1918, 27 106, 248 

Potato Committees Order, 1918, 119 

Potatoes Consolidation Order, i918, 138 

Potatoes (1918 Crop) (Restriction) Order, Revocation of, 171 

tationing Order, 1918, 105, 182, 196, 232, 248, 323, 339, 376 

Raw Coffee Returns Order, 1918, 140 

Revocation of Orders, 171, 196, 248, 306, 338, 339, 376, 377 
4.35 

Seed Potatoes Order, 195. 

Sugar Order, 1917, 232, 307, 376 

Tea (Retail Prices) Order, 1918, 435 


Ministry of Munitions. 


Aeroplanes and Aero-Engines (Experimental Constructio Suspension 
Order, 170. 
Agricultural and Dairy Machinery and Vehicles Suspension Order 
5 

Aluminium Suspension Order, 181 

Ammonia and Ammonical Products Suspension Order, 356 

Ball Bearings Suspension Order, 195. 

Bismuth Amendment) Order, 216 

ismuth Control Suspension Order, 375 

oilers (Control) Order, 1918, 12 

Boilers (Revocation) Order, 169 

Building Bricks Control Suspension Order, 338, 375 
Calcium Carbide Suspension Order, 356 
Chrome Ore (Suspension) Order, 169 

‘linical Thermometer Order, 1918, 13 
Coal Tar and Coke Oven Returns (Suspension) Order, 434 
Converter Plant Control Suspension Order, 338 
Cranes (Revocation) Order, 138 
Electricity (Restriction of New Supply) Order, 1918, 72 
Electricity (Restriction of New Supply) Revocation Order, 217. 
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Ferrous Forgings (Returns) Orders, 1918, 26. King’s Messages, The, to the ‘Navy, Army, Air Force, Overseas 7] 
Flax Seed (Control) Notice, 1918, Imported, 42. Jominions and the Allies, 70. 
Flax Scutching (Ireland) Order, 322 Limitation of Freights (Coastwise Trade) Amendment, 434. 4 
Lorries and Trailers (Returns) (Revocation) Order, 170. | Ministry of National Service Amendment) Order, 181. 
Machine Tools, Wood working Machinery and Treadle Lathes, 26 Parasitic Mange in Horses, ! 
Maynesit« Suspension Order 322 | Prices of this Year's Crops, 413. : 
Modification of General Permit as regards Dealings in Certain Classes Public Notaries (Articled Clerks) Bill, 395. 
of Steel, 72 | Relaxation of Aliens Rules, 106. _ . M 
Motor Engines and Vehicles (Revocation) Order, 138. Royal Commission, War Patentees’ Remuneration, 393. T 
Munition Workers, Order Revoking the Order, 1917, Prohibiting the | Solicitors (Articled Clerks) Bill, 395. w 
Employment of, 87 Valuation Bill, 413 m 
Munition Workers, Protection for (Stockton-on-Tees), 87 | War Patentees Remuneration, 393. Si 
Non-Ferrous Metals Suspension Order, 170 | 
Platinum Suspension Order, 170. van | Orders in Council. 
Potassium Compounds (Partial Suspension) Order, 375 | : - ¥ 
Priority of Work Partial Suspension Order, 35 Aliens Restriction Order Amendment, 42, 168. T 
Radio-Active Substances (Control) Suspension Order, 232 British Wives of Alien Enemies, 1.8. Vv 
Railway Material (Second Hand) Partial Suspension Qrder, 305, 375 Belgian Refugees, 322. : 
Refractory Materials (Maximum Prices) Order, 105, 181 Civil Service Appointments, 168 4; 
Rescutched Tow No. 2° Order, 1918, 42 County Court Change, 180. 
Rosin Control Suspension Order, 338. Defence of the Realm Regulations, New and Revocations, 41, 71, 103 
Rubber Returns, 42 2%), 290, 321, 374, 412. 
Seeds, Oils and Fats Ceneral Licence, 394 Issues of Capital, 412. 
Second-hand Machine Tools, &e., Release Order, 1918, 104 Postponement of the Government of Ireland Act, 375. 
Shellac (Revo« ation Order, 138 Prohibition of Exports, 291. 
Silk Waste or Noil Returns) Suspension Order 217 Summer Time, 322. 
Small Arms Control (Revocation) Order, 104 
Small Tools Suspension Order, 338. 
Steel and Iron (Purchase and Return) Order, 194 Proclamations. 
Steel Supplies Permit Amendment (Metallurgical Coke), 1918, 73 | Alsace Lorraine, Licensing Trade with, 290. 
Steel Supplies (Partial Suspension) Order, 434 | Austria-Hungary’s Occupied Territories, Licensing Trade with, 290 
Sulphuric Acid (Amendment of Prices) No. 2 Order, 1918, 73 | Importation of Certain Articles, 321. 
Suspension of Orders, No. 1 General Order, 170 Prohibiting the Importation of Foreign Coins, other than Gold and 
Tar Oils Control Suspension Order, 231 Silver, 215. 
Tin Suspension Order, 170 | Revocation of the Prohibition of the Exportation of Aircraft Designs, 
Turpentine, &c., Control (Partial Suspension) Order, 375 290, 
Waste Paper Dealings (Revocation) Order, 375 | Revocation of the Prohibition of the Importation of Unset Diamonds, 
Whale Oil Suspension Order, 267 290 
. | 
og mrren : Treasury Notices. 
ommercial Treaties with France, 12 
Foreign Office Notice, Raising the tlockade, 338 Loan of Securities to the Treasury (Foreign Exchanges), 215. 


Securities Regulations of 24th January, 1917, 194. 
Silver Bullion Maximum Price, 171, 338, 393. 


Increase of Rent and \lortwave Interest (Restrictions 


sill, 377, 435. | 
King’s Address, 


The, 85, | 
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By W_E, Snelling. 





A reasoned and explanatory 
treatise for the use of the legal 
profession, property owners 
and others, All the important 
legal decisions and the dicta 
of the judges areem- 126 
bodied in the text. net. 





FOURTH EDITION, 
EXCESS 
PROFITS DUTY. 


By W. EB. Snelling. 








Complete and valuable in- 
formation on all the different 
points involved will be found 
in this useful work, which 
has been thoroughly revised 
and brought up to date in 
accordance with the 12/6 
Finance Act, 1918. net, 


OF ALL BOOKSELLERS. 





BANKRUPTCY, DEEDS OF 
ARRANGEMENT, AND 
BILLS OF SALE. By W. 


VALENTINE BALL, M.A., and G. MILLS, 
B.A., Barristers-at-Law. §/- net. 
THIRD Epitron. Revised in accordance with the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1914, and the Deeds of Arrangement 
Act, 1914. 


THE PRINCIPLES OF 
MARINE LAW. By Law. 


RENCE DuckwortTH, Barrister-at-Law. 

7/6 net. 

TAtRD Eorrton. The text has been carefully revised, 

and all the most recent decisi ns on Shipping Law and 
Marine Insurance have been incorporated. 





| COMPANIES AND COM- 


PANY LAW. Together with 
the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, 
and the Companies Act, 1913. By A. C. 
CONNELL, LL. B. (Lond. ). a net. 


In this volume the Law of Companies i; treatel on 
th: lines adopted by the C ms»lidation Act. 


RAILWAY (REBATES) 
CASE LAW. ByG.B. sage coe 
net. 


A handy collection of the numerous test cases on the 
subject of Railway Rebste. It will appeal very 
strongly to the Legal Profession. 





Also by W. E. SNELLING. 





COAL MINES EXCESS 
PAYMENTS, including Guaran- 


tee Payments and Levies for Closed 
Mines. 12/6 net. 


The Author treats of the Agreement entered into 
between the Coal Controller and the colliery owners. 
Mach of the difficulty of this complex measure is 
herein cleared away. 


INCOME TAX AND SUPER- 
TAX LAW AND CASES, 


including Finance Act, 1918. THIRD 
EDITION. 12/6 not. 
Contains a complete statement of every provision of 
the Income Tax Acts stiliin forve. An Analysis of the 
Schedules, Guide to Income Tax Law, and Notes on the 
Land Tax are also included. 





WRITE FOR COMPLETE LIST OF LAW AND BUSINESS BOOKS. 
SIR ISAAC PITMAN & SONS, LTD., 1, Amen Corner, LONDON, E.C.4. 
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Peas re oe a 


an as 
Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 


Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rora. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 
Monday sy 12;Mr. Charch Mr. Leach Mr. Borrer Mr. Goldschmid* 
Tuesday ...... 13 Farmer Church Goldschmidt Leach 
Wednesday .. 14 Jolly Farmer Leach Charech 
Toarsday .... 15 Synge Jolly Church Farmer 
Friday ....... . 16 Bloxam Synge Farmer Jolly 
Saturday .... 17 Borrer Blexam Jolly Synge 
Date. Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O. 
ASTBURY. YOunNGER. PETERSON, LAWRENCE. 
Monday May 12 Mr. Ploxam Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer 
Tuesday ...... 138 Borrer Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Wednesday .. 14 Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Thursday .... 15 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Friday ........ 16 Charch Leach Goldschmidt Rorrer 
Saturday .... 17 Farmer Church Leach Goldsch mid + 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep iN CHANCERY, 

Londuon Gazette —Fripay, May 2 


A. Dovrawaite, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 31, to send their 

names end addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, 
Clifford Bliss, Old Vestry Offices, Enfield, liquidator. 

Apece Voner, Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before May 28, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to 8. F 
Cornish, 37, Walbrook, liquidator. 

Aten Steam Fismine Co., L1p.—Creditors are required, on or before June 2 


send in their names and addresses, amd particulars of their debts or claims, to 


Frederick Fugil, U1, Cleethorpe-rd, Grimsby, liquidator. 

Braprorp AND Beswick Corree Howse Co., Lrv.—Creditors are required, on or 
hefore May 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to George Ward, 14, Brown-+t., Manchester, liquidator 

FARRINGDON MANUFACTURING AND Svurrty Co., Lrp.—Creditors are reqWired, on or 
before May 28, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts and claims, to 8. F. Cornish, 37, Walbrook, liquidator 

Kartin Sraine Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 28, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Harold Hartley, Bassishaw House, 70a, Basinghall-st., liquidator 

Ocean Steam Fisnine Co., Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before June W, to 
send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frederick Fugill, 111, Cleethorpe-rd., Grimsby, liquidator 

Roya SOveRsien Steamsni? Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 7 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulare of their debts or claims 
to Horace J. Veitch, Cross Keys House, Moorgate-st., liquidator. 

Samus, Downtne & Son, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 16, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Joseph W. Blackham, 180, Corporation-st., Birmingham, liquidator. 

Tae Herwortm Mancractvnine Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required forthwith to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, te 
Cecil Milton Hepworth, Coombs Moss, Walton-on-Thames, liquidator, 


JOINT STOCK OOMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Tcespar, May 6 


SmirH#, Arnmstnone & Co., Lro. (Is Votuntany Ligvuipation).—Creditors are rv 
quired, on or before May 10, to send in their names and addresses, and par 
ticulars of their debts and claims, to Albert Ernest Percy, Priory-st., Dudley 
liquidator. 

Car Q.E.D. Srxpicate, Lrp, (In Liqvipation).—Creditors are required forthwith 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their claims, to Rodolph 
1. Marsden, 18, Eldon-st., liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.~-FRivay, May 2. 
E. 8. Spencer, Ltd, Bradford and Beswick Coffee House ( 
General Engineering Co. (Hornsey), Ltd. 
Ad. North of Brazil Finance and Develop 
W. H. Rogers & Co. (Hanley), Ltd ment Co., Ltd. 
St. John's Gate (Clerkenwell) Co., Ltd. Chemicals and Dyewares, Ltd. 
West End Chambers, Ltd Royal Sovereign Steamship Co., Ltd 
Trevelyan Teta perance Hotel Co. Sheppards Chemical Works, Ltd 
(Leeds), Ltd. Shakespeare Picture Palace Co., Ltd 
A. Vernon Ward (Consolidated), Ltd Spotland Buikling Co., Ltd. 
Smith & Butler, Ltd. Kirkbride Moss Litter Co., Ltd. 
Nicholas Worsley, Ltd. Forest Shipping Co., Ltd. 
Valley Mills Co., Ltd, Malford Shipping Co., Ltd. 


London Gaactle.—Totspar, May 6. 


8. Diamont, Ltd. Olivers Dairies, Ltd. 


George Schultz & Co., Ltd Edible Products Co., Ltd. 
Roker Theatre Co., Ltd. Bigrigg Mining Co., Ltd. 
Villiers Electric Theatre Co,, Ltd San Antonio Iron Ore Ce., Ltd 
Cymos, Ltd. Smith, Armstrong & Co., Ltd. 








VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
perty is —— very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuets and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, 7 furs, furniture, works of art, bric-A-brac, a 
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VALUATIONS 


CARRINGTON &Co. 
Court Jewellers. 
130, REGENT STREET. 
LONDON, W.1. 


are prepared to undertake 
Valuations for Probate, 
Insurance a Family Division. 


GXPERTS WILL BE SENT 
ANY DISTANCE. 


Jaluations are eaxpeditioushy 
made, charges striclly moderaila 


TELEPHONE NO 
REGENT 3727 # 37286. 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


London Gazette.—Fuivar, April 25. 
Last Dar oF Crarm. 
(nxy, Frevenicn, York. June 1. Holtby & Procter, York 
Bevis, Ricwarp, Verney-rd., North Camberwell. May 2. HP. Russell, Bexley 
Heath 
Davis, Groner Leton Biacemas, Wanetend Park-av., Manor Park. May 30. Kilsby, 
Son & Edwards, East Ham 


Borrey, Jomnx, and Borrey, Emma, Hurleston, Chester, May 13. Samuel Hayes, 


Hanley 

Bonp, WILLIAM tamayat Motor Engineer Ma 1 Robinson & Allfree, Rams 

ate 

Burmans, Rosert Movie, Doughty-st., Bloomsbury May 31. Moon, Gilks & Moon, 
24, Bloomsbury-sq 

Cuarrik, Frepenic Nortacore, Great St. Helens. June 24. Armitage, Chapple & 
Co., 6, Great St. Helens 

Dost, Joux Rosert, Teddington, M.D. May 29. Deacon & Co., 9, Great St. Helens 

DoxsaLpsoxw, Rosa Emma, Upper Gloucester-pl June 9 Agar-Hutton & Coe, 6, 
Princes-st 

FarRinoton, Mary, Goldthorpe, near Rotherham. June 1. Fisher & Co,, Doncaster. 


Feancts, Epwanp, Aintree, Liverpool, Warchouseman. May 19. Miller, Taylor & 
Holmes, Liverpool ° 

Gopwix, CHartes Wiisos, Fernside-rd., Balham, Grocer. May 22. H. Reason 
Pyke, LA-D., Upper Tooting-pk 

Govino, Frepertc« Wincanton, Somerset Farmer M 
Shepton Mallet 
HerrinsTats, Mary ASN, Newton le-Willowe, Lancaster. June 6. Robt. Bygott & 
Sons, Crewe 


22. Nalder & Littler, 


Hitttrsepox, Rt. Honble. Caantes Wiitam, Baron, Hillingdon, Middx. June 7. 
Murray, Hutchins & Cr ll, Birchin-la 

Hopekxixson, Gronor Antauvr, Bognor. May 30. Yarde & Loader, 1, Raymond- 
bidgs. 

Hormnoox, Louisa, Acton June 5. Chester, Broome & Griffithes, 36, Bedford-row. 

Hemper, Maroarer Awsif, St. Annes-on-Sea, Lancaster May 2 J. Ogden 


Hardicker & Hanson, Manchester 
Joxes, Atice, Wigan. May 31. Leo Kennedy & Glover, Ormekirt 
Keity, Jous Joseru, Secthing-la., Wine Agent May 3 Trinder, Capron & Ca. 


1%), Leadenhall-st 


Lakin, Emma, Nottingham. May 24. Beaumont, Son & Rigden, 33, Chancery Ja 

Lower, James Warren, Chapel-en-le-Frith, Derby Barrister-at-Law May 17 A. & 
G. W. Fox, Manchester 

Margsmat, Wiittm Brows, Monton, Eecl Lanes., Merchant May 31, E. 
Lorimer Wilson, Manchester 

Mister, Hexrietre Loviss, Emeworth, Southampton Ju 1. Gunner & Sona, 
Bishop's Waltham 

Meitivs, Wittmam Rowarn, Lyadhurst-qdna Ham pete Jule 1. Gunner & Sons, 

hop's Waltham 

Owes, Catuertne, Clynnog, Carnarvon May ®. David G. Jone Carnarvon 

Parxts. Gronor Frepentcn, Headingley, Leeds. May 3). Wm, Bateson, Leeds 

Patres, Crances Arnturr, Ealing. May 2. W. Gipy Kent & Son, Il, Gray's 


inn-pl . 
Perscorr, Thomis, Birkdale. May %. G. Musgrave Peck, Wigan 
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Rocks, Etiza Lawraw Ciements, Linden-gr., Peckham Rye. June 10 Baddeleys & 
Co., 77, Leadenhall-st ; : 
Ruston, Hewry, Kinveton upon-Hull, Pilot. Mey 2 Shackles, Dunkerly & 
Barton, Hull ; ‘ 
Srink, Frepexick Waren, Bridlington. Mey 29. Wi liam J. Stuart, Hull 
Srmonpsow, Verwon Francis, Pall Mall. May 3! A. H. K. Squire. 8, Union-ct 
Old Broad-st 
Versey, James Perr, Acton, Master Mariner Ma 5. Lowless & ¢ 2, Great 
St. Helens 
Watters, Marrutas, Stratford-upon-Avon W May 25 R rt Lanes 
Stratford-on-Avor : , 
Witttams, Ricuarp J a, Clynnog, Carnarvon. M 0. Dar 
narvon 
Worrurnorox, THomss, Clayton B ‘ Manchest M M) J. Ogden Har 
& Hanson, Manchester i 
Warioar, Evira Litisan Manoeres \ Su May 31. I Colt & ( 
Fenchurch-st ; 
Wiest, Tuomas, B ! Estate Agent M P* I « & Winok rth, lé 
Dartmouth-st., Westminst , : 


ApveRteY, Samvet, Merry Hill, W rha t M 
hampt a F 
AoutTtren, Wittiam. | Northampton. | Me i2 Hut n & Sons 
Huntingdon 

Astitey, Hannan Mania \ May 31 k tc A. Platt, W ] 

Aveny, Thomas Henny, Copley St t ( I Ma i] Frederick Ge 
Cordwell, 6, King's Be : 

BasineTon, ELiza Fuance Felixst May 3I A. J. Ha 1, I towe 

Banger EMMA, Hockley, Birmin al l 22 I n Jaques & Sone Bir 
mingham 

Banger, James, Ph more-ter in ton M r. } I’e c & ( ; 
Field<t., Gray's inn ; 

Bittine, Mary, Tunb: e Wells. May Jl Ss wds & Mitchel Chen 
cery-la 

Bvuitass, Georesr Wu im. Svk y : , 

CANNON, ELizapera, Camlr I’ lingt J ¢ Dutfick Bruty & ¢ 
Broad Street-av 

CHarmMay, Joseru, Kingston pon-Hull, Che t ] ; Shackles, Dunkerly & 
Barton, Hull! ; 

CLEMENTS, ANNit, Bish ton, Bristol. May l4. \ ghs, R ison, Tayler & 
Taylor, Brist : oe 

CRASSweritern, Thomas Grores Fratt Port th. May 30. Fred. G Allen 
Portsmouth 

Curten, Etten Mona, Eaton pl. May 31. Nich Patter & Freeland, #4, Queen 
Anne's-gate 

Davies, Ciantorre Rose, Ed ton, Birn May 10. Thomas, Guest & 
Pearson, Birmi: 1 

Daws, Ssrrimvus, Clacton-on-Sea M sl r. | Pea k & ¢ Field-ct 
Gray's inn, 

Dopps, Capt. Waiter Metaovnnr, Cor Nor ! rland. May 31. Criddle & 
Ord, Newcastle-wpon-1 

Hatsatt, James Staxiex, Blundellsar at M %. George H. Thompson 
Liverpool. 

HamMitton, Henaterra Isasrria, Lan ! South Lambeth. M 31. Kinse 
Ade & Hocking, 71, Great Ri t 

Hanpror, Rasuvus, Cheshunt. Hert Nurses J 6. Duffield, Bruty & ¢ 
Broad Street-av 

HANsARD, Katuenine, Ealing M ! ] hton & Savor ol ¢ y-st.. Lincoln's 
inn 

Hampiman, Haney, Kick iinet Beer Ret r \ Ww. J. H. Thursfield, Kid 
derminster ; 

HARLAND, Major Roserr Tuomas, Hov s x J i6. Cushman & Cunningham 
Brighton 

Hear, Ricnarnp Rankin, Ayk Mer ut Me 3] We tman, Pedder & ( 
,iverpool 

Hickman, Joun Groner, Hastin June 4. I a Son & Douglas, Hastings 

Hosson, Ecizaseru, Sheff i May 3l Head & Hill, 3. Raymond-bides., Gray's inn 

Hopkinson, James, Wigan, Draper, and Hovkwinson, Carmexine Isapetta, Wigan 
May 9. James ©. Gibson, Wigan 

Inkster, Roseer, Walla ( ter June 2 Bartley, Bird & ¢ , Liver l 

James, FRANCES FLORENCE amie, Chard Somerset ne 
Chard 

Kennanyp, Wittoversy Artavr, Cavalry Club, Picca May 31. Rider, Heaton 
Meredith & Mill 8, New-sq Lit In's ) 

Lamwacn, Jamed Watxen, Brat tye, East Grinstead. June 2. Hasties, 65, Lin 
coln's inn-fiekd 

LAWN, JOHN, Wissett, Suffol Farmer. May 19. Sp & ( Bungay 

Letcuer, Manx Jameson, Bournemouth May y 
Bournemouth 

Lory, Many Ettzasera, | 








jowdon. Chester May 27 Farrar & ( Manchester 

Lucas, Groner Henoxr Paddingtona-7n. May 31 Fre an & Cooke, 22, Surrey-st 

Mansa, Jonny, Middlesb: h. May 17. (¢ hran Belk & Smith, Middlesbrough 

Meapes, ANNiz, Eastbourne. May 31. Hillman, Burt & Warren, | 

Mugnay, WittiaM, Pump-ct., Temple, Barrieter-at-law June ll. Murray, Hutchins 
& Co., UI, Birchin-le 

O@itvy, Atice Margarer, Esplanade, I. of W May 31. Rider, Heaton, Meredith & 
Mills, 8, New-sq., Lincoln's inn 

Ottvier, Cuantorre Any, Gordon-pi., Kensington. May 31. Rider, Heaton, Mere 


dith & Mills, 8, New-sq., Lincoln's 
Oume, WitttAM, Macclesfield, Butcher. May Jas. Cumberbirch, Macclesfield 
Parnes, Groner, Seaford-rd., West Ealing. May 10. Fielder, Jones & Harrison, 1 


Raymond-bidgs., Gray's inn 
Porr, Joun Henny, Torquay, Builder. May 31. Hooper & Wollen, Torquay 
Pvene, Rosser Jones, Oswestry, Bank Mana May 2 Yorath & Jones, Cardiff 
Quant, Joun Heptsr, Wes 1 ire, I I i Victualler. June 24. J. H 
King, Bristol 


Suirs, Hexserr Georor, M.C., Chester-sq., Captain, R.A.S.C. May 26. Burton 
Yeates & Hart, 23, Surrey-st ; 
Suutrvax, Banruotomew James, Wallsend, Gentleman's Nurse. June 1. Edward 


Clark, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Taeo, Ainext Beecn, South Shiclds. May 26. Hanna 
Tarton, Jouy, Milnrow, near Rochdale, Blacksm 
Rochdale 





& Hannay, South Shields 


June 14. C. B. Hudson 


Tomson, Gustar Taheopor, Camden-rd. May lL D unt Cooper & Hamblir 
70-71, Gracechurch-et. 
Watson, General Sir Jonny, V.C., G.C.B., } 1. Berks. Ma 31 M r 


& Blaker, Henley-on-Thames 
Wetton, Groner, Park-dve., Hampstead. May 31 S. B. Cohen, Dunn & Co 
Ely-pl 
Wituerr, Atarer, Staines. May 31. Horne, Engall & Freeman, Staines 
Wis, Evear Jomy, Hotel Universe, Marseilles, M.A., Oxon. June 24. Langhams, 
10, Bartlett's bidgs., Holborn-circus. : : 
Witsow, Many, Watford, Herts. May 31 Christopher & Son, 5, Argyll-pl., 
Regent-st. 
Woouor, Loviss, Bath. June 9. Eyres & Whitty, Batl 





London Gazette.—Fatpar, 
Portsmouth, Fish Merchant. 


John Whitfield, Scarborough. 


Bennett, CHaRtes Watter, Shortlands, Kent 


Johnson & Clarence, 


Faxxr, Parson's Gr 


Johnson & Nicholson, Lowce 


, Sykes & Hincheliff 


- 


HATTERTON, ANDREW, Sx uth pe rt, Gro« 


Ernest Farrington, 





Garrard & Anthony, Worcester ’ 
Frank Taylor, 198, Upper Richmond-t 


Scsan, Wimbledon Park. 


Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 
~ Finch, Turner & Tayler, 


Tiddeman & Enthoven, 6 


Ashton-under-Lyne. 


Leather Merchant 
Wm. Harold House, 2 


Jackson & Bowles, 
Ancuisanp ALastarrm, Bordon, Hants. 


May %. Gayton & Hare, Much Hadham. 


W. Perkins & Co., 4! 


Marr, Much Hadham, Herts. 
ALexanper, Callao, Peru, Merchant. June 14. Kerly, Sone & Karuth, 10 
Moornovse, Lucy SaRaa Dantmt, Clapham Park. June 1 H. W. Perkins & Co., 41, 
Eves, Riversdale-rd, Highbury. Colson, 68, Alderman- 
Joux Arntavr, Veryan, Cornwall, Farmer. J. Messer Bennetts 
Otprorp, Lrxtrr, Searborough. Cranswick, Crawford & Owen, Leeds. 
Peace, Jonn Wittram, Wadsley Bridge, near Sheffield, Comm 
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Revsmaw, Jonyw Grornee, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, General Deal 

1 © . ~Tyne, % aler. May 31. Wi ries rt ‘ ‘ , 

Alle Francis & Co., Neweastle-upon-Tyne. , os _ uae x ao = at Houghton, Northampton, Parmer. June 2. Darnell & 
hampton 

















? Rerp, Frepertce James, Heath-st.. H 
. b -st., ampetead. June 13. Mars oulmi 
1, Southwark Bridge-rd i farson & Toulmin, | Dewesey, Eurex. Gateshead. Juno 2 Lambert & Lambert. Gateshead 
1s Rippice, Scsaw, Wellington, New Z » Den nic ee 7 ; . . ‘ 0 t. Gateshea 
Kent. w Zealand. June 5. H. P. Russell, Rexley Heat! — = 7 Cortsoyx, G tor Surrey June 10. Gurney & Craven, Bude, N 
rowan Roserrs, WItLta ~ ‘ stoft ' ‘ : | Rowest “aT! 
Re - uw Jame Lowestof Archite vu 7 Johnson & Nicholson Fomunpbs, Miss Carnenine F sasera. Covent Jane 9. WI. T. Mander. Coventry 
, OS CSUOS C Freesey Rtenarp. Tx 7 
cliffe, Rocar, Writtam Kixanox, Ampthill-sq. June 14. Durrant Cooper & Hamblin Sons, 91, Fore-st Beauvoir Tows. June 3. Alfred Double & 
70-71, Gracechurch-st Fuercwer. Mary Et ‘ 
Remrorp, Wittrum Braker, Stourbridge, Woress May 31. Percy Hf a Marr Evsanon, Westcliff s May 20. H. J. Jefferies & ¢ Southend 
rd & Stourbridge } “re f. Chappel k _— 
> ROST Prawn ol YIwr ‘ ' . os . 
Sipuer, Evita Amr, Billericay et ‘Otek & Mak Ot Sedan i. — Ply t 6. Watts & Anthony, Plymouth 
Satyr, FrRancts ARTurer Brassry ith Birkenhead M ne 1 B } Covi: s : on ft nd Tr ' Manel ‘ ] e 0 Matthew Hall & 
Co., Friars, Chester ies wane Gor aa in 7 ee ae 
Sxerretr, Samecet, Droitwich. June 7. Garrard & Anthony, Worcester ; Son & V = by Fi + wel master. July 2. Geo. Brown 
n Staten. Anne, Oxton. Birkenhead. May 31 D : - osu : ‘ ' ‘ ' . . 
c , Birk l uncan. Oakshott. Baxter on JRINDON oO ‘ yan? 
; Liverpool. d & Cheva GRIN nee — Epwa I t New Cornwea Tune 9 H. P. Russell, 
nl Suirn, ANertina Toenesa Bracksvry, Harrogat May 31. H. Middlebrook, I 1 Fats Ri ra, K . M ! 
Soames, Hanotp, Parkstone. Dorset June 14 Beker. Biel & awe > | Hannapine J heen A * . ; & Sons. York 
a Cannon-st , ; ab: _—* a6 ‘ ee : t.. P June 8. Charles A. Piper, 19 
¢ Weetr ‘ 
9 Srastr, Rersasete Cottx. Plymout! June 12 a . , oe 
| Weetusineter ne 12. B am & 4. Parliament-st va ’. Ma r. ent Staff y 0. E.T M r. Walsall 
i Stone-Wiea, Rt. Rev. Monracr Jonx. New South Wales o— 10. Kine. W x hear am acy, Ga Dar ton, 8 Jun  — Hett, 
t Brightman, 11, Queen Victoria-st ~ | Hroxsow, ¢ Brae t 
] SvLLIVaN, Evoexr Owes, Wapping. Stepney June 9. Pear & Nicholle. 12. N mm, S ~ or sLaR Overstr nsion lattersen Par Phreician, June 7 
et., Lincoln's inn ; pia Hor«! HANNS - iy ‘ : 
at i : f PK INSON A An ‘ ster A 1 \ \ 
Seretirre, Cravpr Ernest, Lancaster May 31 Whit de & Know! Moreeam! Howert Watren Epwarp, Rar t J ? S A . r 
Tartorn, Jomw, Alrewas, near Burton-on-Trent, Licensed Victualler : 4 TE tee at " Kors & Tilleards, 
- H. Russell & Son, Lichfield ins = tawin, Mat Sout tM , " 
Trare, Cnartes Ricwarp, Devonport Mav %. Fdgar Hosking, Liverpool Jerre. Wa ; HANNant M t ¥: a ; 7 Tien} ~ . 
Totus, James Harorp, Lytham. Lancs. Yarn Avent a pa . » *etane : TANNAE n n 1 Wr Trent : Rradteed 
Rerwrsy ° ; June 2 rke ¢ Son ERV - xest F rr Ti nt r I r June 1 William E. Gregson, 
Vincent, Mrs. Cmartorre Karnernrxr FEastbourr J > ] c 
, : yur une 9 Hlillmar 3 + 4 r lewr Sheffield Pork hut ’ T > } a} 
. Sites Sinaloa Bur é = ae I ' ‘ ; ; B - " 4. Rodgers & ( SheMeld 
Y iro ' t ' 1 r x } he 
Warman, Groner Roserr, Lowestoft, Smackowner. May 31. Johr & Nichol " . an ‘ ’ r : B 
woe eae k y 3 . ns & 3 iolsor MacGit VRAY Donat PaTeRsos St ‘ Toss 2 Hol s. Son & Pott 
4 ( H New B ud-«t 
Warwick, Dovetas Cartes. Hyde Parl M 0 K t 3 ' 
; ¢ k-s . , ent » Brow Bake Wart . nee wnt me Stent . » 
i" Baker, Lennox House, Norfolk-st ' ; sali ' - - ++ - ie - os “ es : . acim e % Fland, 
WH'ttam THOMas Henry, Liverpool, Butcher. May 31. W. J. MeMillin, Wican MeLirn Eur , ton-ir M Lar ter ’ »” Y 
Wieenam, Fanny Harrror. Hampstead. June 2. CC. B. Pullen. 36. Bloomsburvy-sa  B - > ' I ww 2 r, Sor Bridge 
WItiiaMs Harotp, Putney. May 3! Rubinstein, Nash & ( > and 6, Raymond Mitsxr, Jane AN Manchest« M ] s ‘iu Manchest 
: bldgs., Gray's inn Morse. Axwxe. Kir Lyne t a onl » Aeonl , 
Wriont JaMeES Otley Dairyman. June 1 Hall & Ce Manchester Murree Hexry. Tanningtor ; Suffolk ' a 7 i ot a a ' oohere 
Wrnpnam, Sir CHantes, York-ter Regent's Pork June 7. Stanlev, Hedderwick | Parnts Sanan. Br Tuf iP ~ So so &s a 
1 & Co., 18, Essex-st sa maeier ARAP + ! Par t t Andrew Wood, Purves & 
In’s Sutt a t ; ( } t 
Younes, Frepericxe, Manchester, Pipe Manufacturer. May 30 eatee Wad > : = 
ont’ de Wenn. Sehahneton I a ‘ r fay 3 } ster, Wadding PALM 4 — Tainza ANN <ton. N : M 16. Girlin Ransom & Prior, 
Dy ge s Fast ) ha 
London Gazette.—Torspay, May 6 Parker, Witiiam Jonny, Of 1., Brixt June 7. Kingsbury & Turner, 371, 
AnpDeRsonN, THomas Conrnonam Brerrox, Claybury Asvienr Woodford Pesex Brixton-rd 
June 14 Nisbet Drew & Loughborough 2. Austin Fr Wty Pr Rosa Perr, ¢ vd J 14 Rr rdsor Sadlers & ( rd 1 st 
ANN#SLEY. Mrs. Etranor Mary St. Jown, Nevern-sq., Middx. June 24. Richardson Jar s-st 
wu Sadlers & Callard, 3, St. James’e-st "| Pratt, Jonny, St. A s, Herts. M 0, Redfern & ( Birmingham 
Awrrosvs, Dona KaTuartne, Nassau-st., Mortimer-st. June 6. WH. Ll. & W. P. Reade Ricmarpson, Mat Naughton, Suffoll Jur 1 Alfred Newman, Hadleigh, 
Congleton Suffoll 
Baker, Atrrep, Edgbaston, Warwick, F.R.C.S., J.P June 7. B. Hoddinott, Moor Resse GronaF, Elizabeth-st., Walwort June 6. Clifford Turner & Hopton, 80, 
gate Station-chmbrs Fir rv-pvemnt 
Bassronp, Joun, Aldridge. Staffs Beer Retailer Jus 4 | Irwin Mill Scotr, SYDN!I Ford, Plymoutl M hant Jur 1 Glanfield & Glanfield 
Walsall I 
, Bexnerr, Mirra, Senford. May 31. Hubert J. Hillman, Lewes Sweep, Warrer Henry Jett, Raymor Gray's inn, June 7. Speechly, Mum 
rd Buewrrr, Jane Micnett. Liskeard. Cornwall. Mav 31. A. W. H. Harvey, Penzance ford & Cr 10. New 
Bursserr, Acting Lieut. Jack Patrick Merray, R.N. June 6. Biddle. Thorne. W Srraars Bexsamtx, Norbt ‘ terfield, Farmer June 20 Davies, 
: ford & Gait, 22, Aldermanbury s & 8 ’ Chest 
& Bropison, Rev. Samver, Southwell. Nottingham. June & Merriman. White & | TAYLOR, Jas K 1 Staffs. ¥ t r. Mav 30. Slater & Camm 
~ Thomson, 3. King’s Bench-walk Dudley 
; Baows, Evssasern ANN, Harwood, near Bolton. June 16. Harold Fairbrother, | THomsox. Cusniasa Carmentse, Brighton. June 24. Merriman, White & Thomecn 
Bolton 1. K : Ber 
: Bupp. Henry Writ, St. Geor sq., Westminster June 2. Dawes & Sans. 2 THomson, Herare Ancner, F ( rt Ju u Merr in. White & Thom 
key Birchin-la 2 n, 3. K Bench-w 
Berener, Frepericx, Bath. May 31. Titley, Lone & Lavington, Bath Wape. Cmantorre, Richmond, Sur J %. Richardeon, Sadlers & Callard, 3 
BorrerwortH, THomis Epwarp, Cookham, Berks May 23 Rye & Ev: 13 S¢ Jame t 
r, Golden-sq Warerson. James. Cambridge J ( Cor est. Clare & Binns. Bedford 
CARRINGTON, STANLEY. Bridgewater, Somerset. May 29. Snow, Fox & H nson. 7. | Wetent, Henry, Br ands, Sale, Chester June 7, Minor & ¢ Manchester 
r, Great St. Thomas Apostle | Wet Rowe F Rane New Oscott, Staffs Farmer May 2 G I Price, 
“ Cuvuss, Crara, Clanricarde-gdns., Kensington. June 10. James, Mellor & Colemar Bir nghar 
. 12, Coleman-st Witxrwson, Hanwan, Pr ese B ater J 4 Tasker, Hart & Munby 
Crank. Jonn~ Couttrorp, Rovston Park-av., Hatch End Middx Shiphr r sca r : 
r, June 24. Merriman, White & Thomson, 3, King's Bench-wa VILsoNn losern Grorcr. Covent: Tu ” Rutlond & Crauford, 69, Chan 
Cray, James, Dewsbury June 1 Ridgway & Ridgeway. Dewsbury y-In 
ond Coates, Herarrer Henry, Wallington, Surrey June 5. W. C. Green & ¢ 19 VILSON Hexny SrymMovr I June 8, ¢ . A Piper 13, Vincent-aq., 
Cullum-st Westminster 
1 Conner, Leoxarp Ricwarp, West Hartlepool, Shipowner. June 6 Turnbull & | Woouarr, Sameer Parks, J.P., Cottered Hert Farmer. June 30. Hughes & 
‘ Tilly, West Hartlepool Sons, 34, John-st., Bedfor 
: Crewe. Stoney Lewis, Liverpool, Public-house Manager. June 9. D. J. Geddes Wrartt, Lot, Byfleet, Surrey Jur 6. Char A. Piper, 13, Vincent-eq West 
ater : Se 
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| THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Lp. 
; CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL 6 or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 
MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 


Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 











LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases’ and Mortgages of 


INSURANCE. Licensed Property, settled ty Counsel, will be sent on application. 








For Further Information, write: 24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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: : London Gazette.—Furvar, April 2% FIRST MEETINGS. 
Bankruptcy Notices. RECEIVING ORDERS Burr-THomrson, Epwanp Jomn (deceased), Brighton 


« Crewes, Catnenive Esraen, Loughborough. Leicester May 9 at 2.30. Off. Ree., 124, Marlborough-pl., 

London Gazette—Tursmy, April. 15 Pet. March 12. Ord. April 17 Brighton. 
ADJIUDICATIONS Kuance, Frepericx, Bishopsgate. May 6 at 11. Bank Hossox, Harry Josern Jomx, Laurence Pountney-hill, 
March 23. Ord. April 16 Paper Merchant. May 13 at 12. Benkruptey-bidgs 


M r Cre Hae Southwold, Suffo Carey-st. : ; 
en — — — peo . afolk Lixnpiry Derriuiyo & Co., Great Winchester-st.. New 


Banves, Faevenicx, Bitterne, Southampton, Clothier 
tg andy IA EE hipbuilder. Great th. Pet. April 7 
Ciay, Ricnssp Ano Handforth, Cheshire, Farmer Sai poulider sree ermeers et. pri 4 : ~ . 
Stock port Pet. M 19 Ord Apr ll “om Ord. April 2 ae — ral P we - — May 13 at 12 

. . > kl as . P st Dereb spector of Nuisances ankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st. 

Hires - s Redd o ‘.T vort 1 t ad { a n — ae, I \ 4 a yt ! ~ — 4 uisanc pence, Hemwein Heat’ Develicie. Settee, Giidictes of 
ler tu t et pril rm pri NO ren . 4 = . pales Tae fui ce D ec., 8, Uppe 
Jounsox, Parrixeto JerrRey Lancaster-p Rush Rickaup, Reoixaty Averstes, Taunton Taunton. Pet -‘ ne s — IZ at 1. Off. Rec., 8, Upper Kinz 

oroft-rd B t \ccountant H i gurt April | Ord. April @ t., NOFWiCA. > 
, Percival, Wittiam Freperice, Everton, near Lyming 
Pet. March 5 ' 1 10 Sims, Cnarces, Tottenham, Corn Dealer Hich Court i “ : 
Joxes, Joun Gt DNEY rs ‘ . Pet. March 19. Ord. April 17 ton, Nurseryman. May 12 at 11.30. Off. Ree., Mi 
High Court ‘ ‘ rd p ae land Bank-chmbrs., High-st., Southampton. 
Mitser, Grorri ering, Essex oke Hertf FIRST MEETINGS. tosrns, Annie Rawpatt, Otley, Suffolk. May 9 at 12.15 
Pet. Mare | re ; ; : ’ : . Off. Rec., 36, Princes-«t., Ipswich. 
SreakMa rer ‘8 t Panes Frepens k James, Truro, Electrician. Moy 6] gyirn James Frepenicx, Birmingham, Factor May 
sTer ' rave ke r ¢ ? > Pp ont T rut , . 
Woodwar Vanufa t ! : j Kn . a Off. Re 12, Prin ‘ “ rr + A . 13 at 11.30 Ruskin-chmbrs., 191, Corporation-st 
Pet. Apr : Cre ee ance, Frepericx, Bishopsgate ay 6at ll. Ban Birmingham. 
ta ee ~ - * ruptcy-bldys Carey-st. 
Sie Genk. Bet Ord. April 10. Lake, Atseer Epuexp, Salford. May 5 at 3. Of ADJUDICATIONS. 
gl ae Wish Court Ree., Byrom-st., Manchester a =-bill 
—_ 10 0; j “2 PRivert Taomas Epwiap Frepenics Emsworth Horsox. Harry Josern Jounx, Laureace Pountney-hil 
W “ = Hants, Manufacturer's Agent. May 5 at 12. Off Paper Merchant. High Court, Pet. April 30 
oes A . - tec., Camb e Junction, High-st.. Portsmouth Ord. April 30. . : “ar Ly , 
Woon, I rt é ER obs Sams, CARLES “ottenham, Corn Dealer May 7 at Percivat, Wrttram Frepericx, Everton near yming 
“i ‘ ‘ ae 12. Bankru bidgs., Carey-st ton, Nurseryman Southampton. Pet. April 9 
— — : . Ord. April 2B. 
gM ADJUDICATIONS sane 
Amer substitut hist t =a Bp eerie 6°58 +s " ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
Crank, Bexsamix Howanp, Leicester . ter. Pet ORDER RESCINDED 
March 1 Ord. April W 
CUNNINGHAM ‘ ' + Eotantin vNCOMBI Fane, Frepericx James, Truro, Electrician. Truro and Lapacury, Haney, Walsall, Carpenter. Walsall. Re 
Tevist t ret ! Ord Falmouth Pet. March 12. Ord. April 17 Ord. July 14, 1897. Adjud. July 14, 1997. Annu! 
March 19 Gwyrrnen, Greorrary Mararsox, Abercorn-pl., London and Rese Mar. 19, 1919 
High Court. Pet. March 21. Ord. April 23 
ADJUDICATION LE! Pexxy, Berxann, East Dercham, Inspector of Nuisances 
Dovoncer, THoma Up ‘ ter hos Norwich Pet. April 2. Ord, April 3 


Adjud. Jan x} 17 = ' ce Srurmter. Roseer, Stratford, Essex High Court Pet j 
, \ Gl Hyde Park s 


Sw sits, Hexney Epwarp eucester-ter 


} ‘ wan i I \nonu 
ch 4 1919 High Court. Pet. Feb. 10. Ord. April 17 
SALVipor WILLIAM “rt r ’ r 


Farmer Ven 4 , now) London Gazette rveespay, April 29 


lan, 16, 1919 RECEIVING ORDERS. CHARTER: 

Lond ‘ Barsenipar, Gronar Brough Weetmorland Kendal “No Destitute Child ever Refused 

Pet. Jan. %. Ord. April 25 Admission.” 
RECKIVING ORDERS Corratake, J Godliman-st., General Merchant. High 


CLaAmK BENJAMIN How arp Clarends » :' Court — — h W7 . April 15 , No Waiting List. 
wate , ’ eter ‘ el = 4 ‘ ere te c*% Everto er 4% ing . $ 
! < ter, W Min Rel Rmcoival 1LL1AM repent ver nh, newer m e 87,653 Children have been admitted. 


Fet. Meroh 17 ‘ ler | ton Hant Nurseryman Southampton. i 
Gwiraxn. G. M on ~~ 2 April 9 Ord, April 25 7,653 since war broke out, a large number 


21. Ord. April 1 Axsie Rawpatt, Silverdenc, Otthey. Ipswich being children of Soldiers and Sailors. 
Wieck ‘ ter jen Mer aunts , Aprils Ord. April 24 
Pet pril J or, Jowx, Herne Bay, Kent. Canterbury Pet 7,238 Boys and Girls average in residence. 


Aterrer EKomenp if ! TT 1 2. Ord. April B 300 Boys in Training for the Navy. 
ril 16. Ord. Ay ; : James) Frepericn Ede hbaston Birmingham, | f 
ps Lexuw. (manuss , ! ; Birmingham Pet. April 2. Ord 10,715 Barnardo Boys have fonght for 
Court. Pet. March 12 ! pril | April 24 nus on land and sea. 
McoMtnian Kanest yes Juality« Chancery Tuorr, Taomas Tarovore Tartor, St. Leonards, East , 
lane. High Court. P Ord. Apr tle oe Tuscsoss Tarton, St. Leonard er Bequest nearby mrepere eed mage ag A 
Parse, Heneeet Now rks, Army Offic April 26. Ord. April & Honorary Director, WILLIAM BAKER, Esq., M.A., LL. 
Northallerton - rel Ord. April 14 W acrenson-WILtiams THomas Joux Cwmpare, Head Offices: 18 to 26,STEPNEY CAUSEWAY, LonDon, E.1, 
Paiverr PHomas wwARD FREDERICK Emewor Treorchy, Glam., Operative Mechanic Pontypridd 
Hants, Manufact . nt mouth. | Pet. April B. Ord. April 3 
April 14. O 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
FIRST . Corrstikr, J., Godliman-s General Merchant. May 9 IN EBRIETY. 


Barnes. Farorarice tte t npton | er it 12 Bankrupt hides, Cureyv-st 
Apr Wat 1100 t la nel k-chm Jones, Wittman Ardw ic Manchester, General Mer 


gt ey — ee Shank as 7 Ao te, torent: | DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


Leicester, Wee Mir ' lelig ' ‘ Traore, Thomas Taropore Tartor, St. Leonards, East ER 

at 3. Of. R rridge-s f Sheen, Hatcher of Chicks. May 7 at 11. 132, York RICKMANSWORTH, bi. ce a 4 
Gwrrare. G. M.. Abercorn ; ) tant rond. Westminster Bridge-rd For the Treatment of Gentlemen ec the Act an 

ruptey lys., Carey-s Wanterson-W ILL taMms Tuomas Joux Cwmpere privately. For particulars apply to 
Hype Joseru, Stach ' ; te Treorchy, Glam Operative Mechanic May 9 at Dr. F. 8. D. HOGG, : 

Byrom-st., Manchest 11.90. St. Catherine'’s-chmbr St. Catherine-st Resident Medical Superint nden 
ae yn en Be r Pontypridd Telephone : P.O 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 

at ~ mk ¥ 
MceMiiias ERNest ND Jun t ADJUDICATIONS 
. Inne May int il ; kru , . at Jones, Wreeram Ardwick Manchester, General Mer > 
Funwes, Rosser Otiven, orlans J chant. Manchester. Pet. March 31. Ord. April 24 

Manu hewures I , on ' , Aiserr EKowuryp, Salford. Lancs. Salford. Pet 

Cornwall Barrow . vil 16. Ord. April 23. EB 

: rHomas Crnit Hague, Southwold, Suffolk, Ship 
ADJUDICATLONS builder Great Yermouth Pet. April 7. Ord 

Cranks, Pas U., High Hollx Dealer. High Cou April 26 

Pet. Jan. 7. Ord. Apr 1S Pizary, Manion, Bournemouth, Hants High Court E F, 
Ison KATHLEEN Wary Dorrington Shrewsbu Pet. Feb. 10. Ord. April & 

Shrewsbury Pet. March 17. Ord. April 15 THorr, THomas Turoporr Tavtor, St. Leonards, East 
Jounson, Joun Grove, Redeliff ns est Bromopto Sheen, Hatcher of Chicks. Wandsworth Pet. ALSO OF 


High Overt. Tet, March 3. Ord. Apeil April 24, Ord. April 2 CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL 
FOR 























Nicnou.s, Witetam Gronor Silvester,s re trus WaALTeRSON-WILLIAMS THOMAS Joux Cwmpare 
Vanufacturer. High Court rr 2 rn Treorchy, Glam., Operative Mechanic. Pontypridd 


April 15 Pet. April 25. Ord. April & 
Privert rHoMAS Epwarp FREDERICK Pam s h London Gazette.—FRipaY May 2 | N Vv A L l s 


Hants, Manufacturers Agent Portseme < ‘ - 2 
April 14. Ord. April 14 RECEIVING ORDERS 


Amended Notice substituted fer that liehex . Casxen, James Epoear, Woolwich, Bedford Luton Price Lists ef lavalid Preparaticas free en 


London Gazette of March 28 Pet. April 3. Ord. April 2 
Hossox, Harry Josera Joux, Laurence Pountney-hill. application te 


Mavay, Pirnax Monts, Mount-st.. Berkeley -sq Paper Merchant. High Court. Pet. April 0 | weap @2 CO. XED., 


Court Pet. Sept. 18. 1418 Ord. March 2 ‘ Ord. April 30 

_ , Lientroor, Groner Pinner Middlesex, Surveyor Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, 5 Ww. 

ADJUMCATION ANNULLED Barnet. Pet. April 28. Ord. April 28 

Waker, Freep, Bridlington, Hay Dealer. Scarhoroug Lisptey Dversictio & Co., Great Winchester-st.. New ss DS N, 
Adjud. Nov. 11, 1907 Annul, April 15, 1919 Broad-st., General Merchants. High Court. Pet MADAME 1 TU SSA U EXHIBITION 


April 2 Se. See ee os joyable and Instructive House of 


_ (mended Notice substituted for that published in | War Maps and Relics explained daily. Free Cinematograph 

ADJUDICATION London Gazette, 29th April Pictures. Delightful Music. Lancheons. Afternoon Teas, 

Herp, Witttam, Mansfield, Notts.. Commission Avent Suits, James Freverice, Birmingham, Fector. Bir- | &c. Admission ls, Children ynder 12, 6d. Open 10 am, 
Nottingham, Pet. Deo. 12. Ord. April 14 mingham. Pet. April 24. Ord, April 24, till 10 p.m, 





London Gazette r'vRsDar, 














